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Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parlinmentary inquiry.
Is that guestion divisible?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not divisible.

Mr. HARRISON, Can we nof vote first on the gquestion of
striking out “ 50 per cent” and inserting “20 per cent” and
then vote on the proviso?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not divisible under Rule
XVIII. The question is on the amendment proposed by the
commitiee.

Mr. HARRISON, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr, HARRISON, What is the ruling of the Chair?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was not a sufficient
. number.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the other side be counted.

Mr., PITTMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Assistant Secretary called the rell, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Harris Nugent S]gencer
Brandegee Harrison Overman Stanle;
Capper Hitcheock Page Sutherland
Chamberlain Kellogg Phelan Trammell
Cumminsg * Kenyon Pittman Wadsworth
Curtis King Pomerene Walsh, Mass,
Dial Kirby Robinson Warren
Fern. Lodge She{pﬁnrd Williams
Gerry MeCormick Smith, Ga.

Gronna AMcKellar Smith, 8. C.

Hale New Smoot

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the absence of the Sena-
tor from Washington [Mr. Joxis], the Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. Nersox], the Senator from New York [Mr. Carper], the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary], and the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. RAxsorrn] on business of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-one Senators have answered
to the roll eall. There is not a quorum present.

Mr. TRAMMELIL. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 15 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until fo-morrow, Wednesday, Jan-
uary 28, 1920, at 12 o'clock meridian,
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

TuEespay, January 27, 1920.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Itev, Henry N. Couden, D. D,, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father in heaven, we seek Thy holy influence that we
may be guided in the duties of the hour. If haply we may feel
after Thee, and find Thee, though Thou be not far from every
one of us: for in Thee we live, and move, and have our being.

In the midst of peace we are in war, since we are a twofold
being, physical and spiritual. YWe need the incarnation of Thy
gpirit that we may beat down the animal and rise to the spir-
itual and thus meet the obligations of life; and so rise to the
better part, living for the things that are eternal and thus
gain an eternal crown. Affer the similitude of the Lord Jesus
Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, the following leave of absence was
granted :

To Mr. Asaproox, for one day, on account of important busi-
ness.

To Mr. Sears, for 10 days, on account of serious iliness in his
family.

To Mr. Extiort, indefinitely, on account of illness.

To Mr. Kexxepy of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sickness.

To Mr. THoMPsoN (at the request of Mr. Rickerrs), indefi-
nitely, on account of serious illness in his family,

BECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the bill H., R. 12046, the second
deficiency appropriation bill. And pending that motion I desire
to see if we can not agree on time for general debate,

Mr. BYRNES of South Carclina. What time does the gentle-
man suggest?

AUTHENTICATED
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Mr. GOOD. I have urgent reguests for time on this side ag-
gregating two hours and a half. I think it will take 20 minutes
to explain the bill, which will make three hours’ time asked for
on this side.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina.
time will be taken for this side.
to agree on a less time,

Mr. GOOD. I have tried hard to held down the requests to
less time than that, but I do not think we can get along with
muech less,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.

Mr, GOOD. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are these three hours to be devoted
to the bill or will we have a poelitical harangue?

Mr. GOOD. Thirty minutes will be devoted to the bill. I
think the genfleman from South Carolina [Mr. Byexes] has
prepared a speech on another subject, and I think there are one
or two speeches on other subjects on that side. I think the gen-
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Jouxsox] desires to speak on
the general subject of hospitals, which is more or less con-
nected with the bill. I have not tried to regulate the matter
as to what Members shall speak about.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOOD. Certainly.

Mr. GARNER. Of course the gentleman and that side of the
House are responsible for facilitating the business and getting
through this measure. I want to inquire whether the gentleman
shares the views of the majority leader in his declaration that
he hopes to get away from here on the 1st of June?

Mr. GOOD. I have not given any consideration to when we
shall get away. I think it is more important that we should
do the work necessary to be done. If we can do the work and
get away by the 1st of June, I shall be glad of it; but I do not
believe we can do it. I do not know what the plans are.

Mr. GARNER. I asked the question in view of the fact that
the gentleman is asking for six hours’ general debate on this
bill, 10 per cent of which will be devoted to the bill and 90 per
cent to general debate. That does not look much like facilitating
business.

Mr. GOOD. Here is a bill that earries $88,000,000. The esti-
mates were for $134,000,000. I do not believe that gsix hours is
an unreasonable length of time.

Mr, LITTLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GOOD. I will :

Mr-LITTLE. I notice the bill says “ appropriations for defi-
ciencies for the year ending 1920 and prior fiscal years.” How
many fiscal years are we appropriating for?

Mr. GOOD. There are one or {wo items where there was a
deficit running back to the years 1915, 1916, and 1917.

Mr. LITTLE. If we are going that far back we 1ay need
more than six hours’ general debate. [Laughter.]

Mr. GOOD. Those matters will be discussed under the five-
minute rule,

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOOD. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BLANTON. May I ask whether there will be any rule
brought in making in order any possible sums or amounts that
may be in this bill that are now unauthorized by law?

Mr. GOOD. I hope no such contingency will arise,

Mr, BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no
quorum is present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama makes the
point that no quorum is present, and evidently there is no
quorum present.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The doors were closed, the Sergeant at Arms was directed to
notify absentees. The Clerk called the roll, and the following
Members failed to answer to their names:

Then I suppose the same
I would be perfectly willing

Will the gentleman yield?

Anderson Davey Graham, Pa, Madden
Andrews, Md, Donllnf Graham, 111, Mansfield
Ashbrook Doughton Hamill Martin
Bacharach glﬂl ar Hamilton Mason
Benham unn Haugen oon
Booher Bagan Hayden Moore, Ohlo
Britten Eagle Houghton orin
Burke Edmonds Howard Mudd
Candler Elliott Jefferis eely
Caraway Elston Johnson, 8. Dak. Nicholls, 8. C,
Carew Emerson Johnston, N. ¥. Nolan
Carss Ferris Eahn O’'Connell
Casey Fields Kelley, Mich. Osborne
Christopherson  Focht Kennedy, lowa  Parker
Clark, }¥la. Fordney Kennedy, R. L. Porter
Cooper Foster Knutson eavis

Cop Fuller, Mass, Larsen N.X.
Costello Godwin, N, C. Lon rth Reed, W. Va.
Cramton Gﬂldtolﬁia MeCulloch owan
Crowther Gooda McKinley Rowe
Curry, Calif. Gould McPherson Sabath
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Sanders, La, Bells Stoll Watkins
sanders, N. Y. Sinclair Sullivan Whaley
Sanford Small Temple Winsglow
Schall Smith, N. Y. Thompson Woodyard
Scott Snell Volstead
Seully Snyder Ward

TS Stephens, Miss. Wason

The SPEAKER, Three hundred and nineteen Members have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. GOOD. T ask unanimous consent to dispense with further
proceedings under the call

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Jowa asks unanimous
consent to dispense with further proceedings under the call
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, pending consideration of the mo-
tion that the House resolve itsell into the Committee of the
YWhole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the second deficiency bill, I ask unanimous consent that the gen-
eral debate be limited to six hours, one-half to be controlled by
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ByrNis] and the re-
mainder by myself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that the general debate on the bill be limited to six hours, half
to be controlled by himself and half by the gentleman from
South Carolina. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on
ihe state of the Union.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House reselved itself into the Committee of

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration’

of the bill (H. R. 12046) making appropriations to supply de-
ficiencies In appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1920, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes, with Mr.
Tirson in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
bill, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. GOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading
of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, Is
there objection?

There was no objection. .

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman from South Carolina pro-
ceed? [Applause.]

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my
hand a eopy of the speech made by Admiral William 8. Sims on
the south steps of the Treasury April 21, 1919. This copy is
marked “ Released for morning papers April 22, 1919."

Admiral Sims is o modest man. He knew, however, that his
appearance upon the steps of the Treasury would excite the ap-
plause of the audience, and, therefore, in preparing his speech
he wrote:

I should like first to be sure that you understand that the tribute of
your applause to me s not taken by me to be personal,

The admiral having thus applauded himself, proceeded to write
a very good speech. Among other things, he said: z

Now, usually after a great war the leaders on the different sides spend
their declining years in writing books to explaln that the other fellow
was at fanlt. There will be nothing of that following this war,

Shortly after making this promise he violated it. He wrote a
book. Read that book and you will clearly see that the admiral
has convinced himself that he, and he alone, won the war. But,
while this book was gratifying to his vanity and the remunera-
tion was satisfyving to his pocketbook, still it was not sensational
enough to win the publicity for which he ever yearns. He there-
fore determined to spend his declining years writing letters ex-
plaining that his superior officers were all at faulf, and that he
had to win the war in spite of them. Now, in April, 1919, he
greatly deplored criticisms made by returning soldiers. In his
Treasury speech he said:

They may have been charged 5 cents too much in a eanteen, or they
may have run across a Britisher or an Italian or a Frenchman that they
had a row with. They come back with all sorts of small criticisms,
For the Lord's sake, don’t pay any attention to that, and don't pay any
attention to the people in this country that are yapping at John
Pershing’s heels.

And all right-thinking Americans applauded his statement, be-
canse the people of America had reached the conclusion that the
Army of the United States, entering the greatest war In the
history of the world, hasl won the admiration of the people of
every a;lllcd country and the respect of the people of the enemy
countries,

For the Navy there was naught but praise. Out of the war
it had come with flying colors. The Navy had done a good job,
and Americans were proud of it. They knew, of course, that
in an undertaking of such magnitude mistakes were made, but
they believed them to be minor mistakes, and for the success of
the Navy they gave credit to the entire Naval Establishment,
from the Secretary of the Navy down to the rawest recruit,

From the enlisted men as they returned to civil life there was
no criticism. They were proud of their service. But while
these boys, many of whom had braved the perils of the seas
and the deadly submarine, were praising the Navy and the
manner in which its operations were conducted, Admiral Sims,
who faced nothing more deadly than the dining tables of Lon-
don, began on December 17 the greatest battle of his career—
the Battle of the Medals. Profesting to the Secretary of the
Navy because certain officers of his staff on shore duty were
not awarded medals as recominended by him, he wrote:

All individual duoties afloat nre necessarily of sccondary importance
in comparison with the vital importance of directing all operations, both
ashore and afloat, in such manner as to insure the suceess of the whole.

Again, referring to the failure of the Secretary to award
medals to stail officers whose duties were ashore, while awarding
medals to officers who served at sea, he says:

This seems to be due to an errondous opinlon as to the relative value
of services at sea and in certain vitally important positions ashore—
an opinion that duty in the latter positions must necessarily be the
least distinguished.

Well, it may be an erroneous opinion, but it certainly was the
opinion expressed by this same Admiral Sims in April, 1919,
when he declared in his speech on the Treasury steps:

For such success as I and my staff have had on the other side, in
this guidance, T am willing to accept your gratitude, but I want to
make this point very distinet, that the operations on the other side
were not my operations; they were, generally speaking, the fighting ot
individual shi ageinst an elusive enemy, so that our success de-
pended upon the efficiency of those ships in the material semse and
upon the efficiency and the initiative of their personmnel.

Then he declared that the success of our naval expedition
abroad was due not to the operation of his staff ashore, but
to the initiative and efficiency of the officers at sea. Now he
declares that the duties of the men af sea must always be sec-
ondary in importance to the service of those ashore who direct
the operations. You know, as I read that Treasury speech, I
began to doubt whether he ever wrote it. There is in it too much
common sense and too much real Americanism. [Applause.]

This remarkable epistle to the Secretary of the Navy con-
cludes with the declaration that, inasmuch as the officers recom-
mended by him for medals were not to receive them, he de-
clined to accept the decoration offered him. This was not sur-
prising to me. Having had conferred upon him by the Dritish
Government the title of Grand Cominander of St. Michael and
St. George, no decoration of the United States Government
could have any attraction for this distinguished admiral, who
long since justly won the title of the *best British admiral
in the American Navy.” [Applause.]

Now, I know not what has inspired Admiral Sims to embark
upon the policy of criticism he so greatly deplored back in April,
1919, Whether he is inspired by personal resentment against the
Secretary of the Navy because the Secretary would not permit
hiin to dictate the policies and the appointments of the Navy,
or whether, since his assignment to Newport, the inhabitants
of that fashionable resort who have never loved the Secretary
of the Navy, by playing upon the inordinate vanity of this
drawing-room admiral, have inspired his attacks, I do not know.
But I do know that every right-thinking American who reads
his last letter, wherein he sets forth what he styles * Lessons
of the war,” will agree with me that in addition to the lessons
submitted by him there is another lesson to be learned by us,
namely, that while the fact that a man is born under a foreign
flag should not necessarily debar him from being placed in com-
mand of American naval forces, it should at least eause us to
make certain that such a man is able to forget the place of his
birth and give wholehearted, undivided allegiance to the Gov-
ernment of the United States. [Applause.]

Admiral Sims was born under the British flag, and he seems
unable to get over it. A newspaper correspondent has stated
that the reasgon why Sims was selected for the service as naval
representative in London was because it was believed he could
“oot along” with the English. Well, that certainly was a
reascnable assumption. Sims can not *“ get along " without the
English. By the fortunes of war the cause of Great Britain
in this war became the cause of America, and by his appoint-
ment no great harm was done. DBut even as between allies there
come times when our Government may want from its repre-
sentative abroad the viewpoint, not of Great Britain, but of
Amerien, and there is no man familiar with Sims's record who
believes he is capable of entertaining a purely American view.
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The naval history of this Government will fail to disclose any-
thing comparable with the contemptible insubordination shown
by Admiral Sims in his recent letter to the Secretary of the
Navy. [Applause.] Declaring that he was writing for the
purpose of setting forth errors which would serve as a gulde in
the future, he says at the outset that he received only brief
instructions as he left for Europe, but did receive the specific
admonition, * Do not let the British pull the wool over your
eves. It is none of our business pulling their chestnuts out of
the fire. We would as soon fight the British as the Germans.”
Is it not remarkable that while he does not set forth any
other instruction given to him that he should publish to the
world the adnionition he alleges that he received at the depart-
ment, knowing, as he did, that its publication was liable to dis-
rupt the friendly relations now existing between this country
and Great Britain? [Applause.] What lesson does it teach
other than that he can not be trusted? [Applause]

The careful reader noted that while he endeavored to create
the impression that this statement was made to him by Secre-
tary Daniels, Sims, as a matter of fact, did not say who ad-
monished him. Secretary Daniels, in order to prevent any mis-
understanding on the part of Great Britain, immediately denied
emphatically that he had made to Sims any such statement.
[Applause.] . Admiral Sims must be made to say who gave him
the admonition he alleges he received. If no one gave him such
an admonition, then his statement is deliberately false. If
some superior officer did so admonish him, it was a confidential
instruction to a man leaving upon an official mission, and his
violation of the confidence of his superior officer is an act of
insubordination which will merit the condemnation of every
patriotic American citizen and should cause his dishonorable
discharge from the Navy. [Applause.]

Even if what he says is true, and some superior officer hav-
ing in mind the fact that we were at that time not at war with
Germany did admonish him as he alleges, the admonition was
justified by his previous conduect. In 1910, speaking in the
Guildhall, London, the love of his mother couniry inspired
him to pledge that if she ever engaged in war she *could rely
upon the last ship, the last dollar, the last man, and the last
drop of blood of her kindred over the sea.” He was promptly
reprimanded by President Taft. His undertaking to speak for
the Government of the United States and to pledge the blood
of our people would be funny if it were not for the position he
then held and still occupies. At the time he claims he was
admonished not to let the British pull the wool over his eyes
we were at peace with the world, but any admonition that car-
ried the intimation that this country would not do what he
pledged it to do in 1910 necessarily aroused his resentment.

If he now cares so little about violating the confidential in-
structions of his superior officers, does any man believe that he
has not long since told officials of the Government of Great
Britain that he received this admonition when he left for
Europe? If he will tell it now, what sense of duty would pre-
vent him from telling it during his service abroad? Is his
example to be followed by officers of the Army and Navy and
diplomatic representatives of this Government? Have we
reached the time that while we are at peace the officers of
this Government, charged with the direction of its policy,
can not admonish an officer about to leave on a quasi secret
mission without having their confidence thereafter published
to the world? I confidently believe that in all the Army and in
all the Navy there is no other oflicer who ecares so little for the
country that has honored him that he would endanger the peace
of the Nation in order to gratify his personal spite.

I know that some who would like to defend this man will say
that his letter was written to the Secretary of the Navy and
was published only because a United States Senator called
upon him to read it. But who believes this? Senator Prrraan
stated on the floor of the Senate that while he was cross-
examining Admiral Sims, Senator Harr, seemingly hostile to
the Sccretary of the Navy, asked Senator Prrramax to desist
in order that Admiral Sims might read a letter he had. There-
upon, Senator Prrracan says, Admiral Sims pulled out of his
pocket the letter addressed to Secretary Daniels and proceeded
to read it. How did he happen fo have in his pocket this
letter which was in no way relevant to the question of medals
about which he was testifying? And how did Senator Harg
know that he had it in his pocket? It bears all the earmarks
of o frame-up. Did Admiral Sims say, in response to the
request that he read it, that the letter contained references to
confidential orders given him, the publication of which might
endanger the continued peace of this Nation? No.

Outside of this indefensible effort to disturb the peace of this
Nation, what is in his letter? Only a series of complaints that
the Navy Department failed to conduet the war in accordance

with his advice. He alleges that the Navy Department did not
send him as many ships as he requested, which, of course,
means as many as the British Admiralty requested, to assist
in the protection of allied shipping; that the department as-
signed to the convoying of American troops and the protection
of the coasts of this country ships that should have been sent
to Great Britain, and as a result, his opinion is that victory was
delayed and thousands of lives lost.

Well, I presume it is but natural for every man to believe
that the service in which he was engaged was most essential
to victory and to econclude that his sugpgestions, if adopted,
would have hastened the defeat of the enemy. We recall
that daily we were told that “Food will win the war,”
“Ships will win the war,” and “Only by mastery of the
alr will we win the war.” But while the British Admiralty
and Sims were asking that all of our vessels be sent to the
submarine zone to protect allied shipping, the English Army,
sorely pressed in France, was urging that we send troops to
them to assist in holding the onrushing Germans. And what-
ever Sims may think about it, Americans will rejoice that the
Secretary of the Navy, while sending him as many ships as
possible, retained sufficient of our war vessels to safely trans-
port across the sea the 2,000,000 sons of Ameriea who, with their
allies, smashed the Hindenburg line and brought the war to a
victorious end. [Applause.] The Secretary of the Navy had
to decide between protecting allied shipping and protecting
American transports. Simg wanted him to protect the sup-
plies. Daniels preferred to protect the hoys.

Mr. HUSTED. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I will

Mr. HUSTED. The gentleman has stated that if Admiral
Sims received a communieation from an officer of the Navy
Department as alleged by him, that for revealing that communi-
cation he should be dishonorably discharged from the naval
service of the United States. I should like to ask the gentleman,
if as a matter of fact a communication was made to him on the
eve of his departure that we would just as soon fight Great
Britain as fight Germany, whether in his opinion the officer of
the Navy Department who made that statement should not be
immediately removed from the service of the United States?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. In the first place, in answer
to the gentleman, Secretary Daniels has denied that he made
that statement. In the second place, I said before and say
now, that in view of Sims’s record, in view of the statement
made by him in London pledging the last dollar and the last
drop of blood of our people in case Great Britain ever became
engaged in war, it behooved any officer who sent him on any
mission to warn him against his evident pro-British tendencies
that might involve this country in war when we wished to avoid
war if it was possible to do so. [Applause.]

Mr. HICKS. Will the gentleman yield further for a question?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I can not. At the conclu-
sion of my remarks I will yield for any question asked me, but I
wish to go on.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. Sims now alleges that our
failure to cooperate as he suggested embarrassed our allies,
and yet in his Treasury speech he made this statement :

Now, we are willing to admit, we Navy men who are not particularly
modest, that cur Navy has done a stunt on the other side to the satis-

- faction of the Allies with whom we cooperated,

Then we cooperated and we did a stunt to the satisfaction of
our allies. Now he says that by reason of the ineflicient ad-
ministration of Secretary Daniels the whole job was bungled
and our allies embarrassed.

In connection with that I will divert for a few moments to
refer to what he said on this subject. After detailing wherein
the department failed to grant him the support he asked for,
especially in personnel, he produced a letter, dated December
23, 1917, reading as follows:

From : Vice Admiral Sims.
To: The Secretary of the Navy.

2366. Your 1732. I strongly deErecnte any effort to create an im-
pression that our naval forces in European waters have been avold-
ably hampered by failure of the Navy
recommendations for varfous things, {uartlcularlﬂ personn

It is, of course, well known that the antisubmarine campaign and
the protection of allied shipping have been and still are hampered to a
considerable extent by insuflicient numbers of certain types of ves-
sels, especially destroyers, and by certain classes of personnel, and I
have repeatedly made recommendations In accordance with the require-
ments on this situation. To these recommendations the department
has always responded with the assurance that reinforcements of both
vessels and personnel were belng sent to the maximum extent consistent
with the many other requirements of the department in these respects.

The declsion as to the relative Importance of the employment of our
naval vessels and personnel in the theater of actual war operations
in European waters and at home must necessarily rest with the de-
partment, and I consider it the first duty of those at the front loyally

DecEMBER 23, 1917,

partment to con;?iy with my
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to aecept such decisions nand to make the best of conditions which are
at present admittedly unsatisfactory and must so remain until the
energetic measures now beliiz taken to increase our antlsubmarine
forces produce the necessary rcinforcements.

Bius.

Mr. WELTY. What is the date of that statement?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. December 23, 1917. That
letter was written to the department, and it was written with
a view of having it sent to the Congress of the United States,
stating that the department was cooperating with him to the
fullest extent possible at that time. [Applause.]

Since his return, when he concluded to enter upon this cam-
paign of criticism against the Secretary of the Navy, there was
nothing he could criticize the department about except its
alleged failure to support him as he requested. Now, he knew
that this letter rested in the files of the department and that
whenever he entered upon this campaign of criticism the Secre-
tary would produce it and thereby brand as untrue every com-
plaint that he made.

Therefore Sims determined to snticipate its production by
Daniels and produce it himself, even though it demanded that
he make the humiliating confession that every statement he
then wrote was untrue. Now he asks us to believe that he is
telling the fruth when he says that what he then said was
untrue. Can you beat it? [Applausc.]

Now, what explanation does Sims give of his sending this
cable of alleged untruths? Whenever a man voluntarily admits
that he has told an untruth, he must necessarlly offer an ex-
planation. Therefore he says he concluded from the cables of
Daniels and Benson that they wanted him to state what was
unirue. Let me read Secretary Danlels's cable to him. He
produced it:

Decemeer 22, 1917,
From the Secretary of the Navy to Vice Admiral Sims, London.

1732. At House committee hearing of conduct of Navy, Representa-
tive BRITTEN sald : “I would like to have copy of complaints which have
come from Admiral Blms on the other side.” If you desire to make
statement of action of department in reference to sending and supplying
force under your command since war began, please send code.

DaxIELS,

Would any honorable man, reading that letter, regard it as a
plea to willfully misstate the facts? Neither did the cable of
Admiral Benson say or intimate that the department desired
him to make an untrue statement. It reads as follows:

Y DecEMBER 22, 1917.
From the Chief of Naval Operations to Vice Admiral Sims, London.

Effort being msde to create impression you have been hampered
by failure of Navy Department to meet your request for various things,
particularly personnel. 1 feel that a strong, positive statement on this
subject from you is highly desirable,

BEXEON.

Did Benson tell him to make a strong, positive statement
that was untrue? Oh, no! But grenting that Sims was hon-
estly mistaken in construing these cables as inviting him to mis-
represent the facts, I think we can agree that such invitations
are not generally accepted. Sims therefore offers two reasons
for his conduct in misrepresenting the facts, first, that he had
to reach a decision, not eommon to a military commander, to
tell what was untrue in order to support his superior officer.
Think of Sims being so loyal to a superior officer that he was
willing to tell for him that which was untrue! And, second,
that if he cabled the truth the facts would be debated on the
floor of the House by the Members of Congress, and valuable
information would thereby reach the enemy. This admiral who
does not now hesitate to publish to the world confidential in-
structions from the Navy Department was then so awfully
careful about what he gaid, that he feared that if he senf a cable
message in code to the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary, in
whom all of the secrets of the department were reposed, would
have so little sense and so little patriotism as to make the
message publie, so that it would reach the ears of the enemy!
Or he believed what is not very complimentary to this House,
that if Daniels sent his message to the Naval Committee—the
commitiee that at all times had the secrets of the Navy—they
would take his cablegram and debate it on the floor and thus
malke available to the enemy facts that would give him aid and
comfort. Do you believe it? You must judge whether he told
the truth on December 23, 1917, or whether he is telling the
truth now when he says that his former statement was will-
fully false. To me the conclusion Is irresistible that Sims,
knowing that letier would completely refute his charges, pro-
duced it simply to anticipate its production by the Secretary of
the Navy.

I am no naval expert. T kpnow not the reasons actuating the
department in having Admiral Benson or Admiral Mayo direct
the operations of the Amerlean fleet, but, from the bottom of
my heart, I rejolce that absolute power was not placed in Ad-

miral William 8. Sims. I am satisfied that the force under
his command succeeded not because of him, but in spite of
him. If left to him I know there would have been no in-
dependent activity on the part of the American Navy. While
Pershing was fighting for an American Army, independent
of other -armies, hut eooperating with them, Sims was trying
to place all activities of our Navy under the British Admira Ity.
Admiral Wilson, in charge of the naval forees in French
waters, maintained his force separate and apart from the
French Navy and did a good job. I have no doubt that his
pure and unadulterated Americanism was exceedingly dis-
tasteful to Admiral Sims. Wilson was of equal rank with Sims.
Techni'cally he was segving under Sims abroad, but in actual
operation he was acting under the directions of the Chief of
Operations here. Naval men abroad knew that Sims’ insane
Jealousy of Wilson made it difficult for Wilson at times, but he
never complained. Wilson earries no press agents upon his
staff. He fights his battles upon the sea, not in the press, Sims
did not like Wilson’s conduct. It was stated sbroad that he
could not get along with Admiral Strauss. He says that Benson,
Mayo, and the General Board of the Navy were all wrong. They
were all out of step but Sims.

But it was not my purpose to comment ih detail upon Sims’
letter. I have no doubt that when given an opportunity Secre-
tary Daniels and the General Board of the Navy will give to the
American people a satisfactory explanation of why they did not
adopt the recommendations of Sims as to how the Navy should
be condueted during the war.

My purpose in referring to the matter at all is to advise this
House and the American people that Sims not only belittled
the achievements of the Navy of the United States but slandered
the Army of the United States. I charge that he made false
statements as to both the Army and the Navy. My colleagues
know that during my nine years of service I have not been given
to making reckless statements. In October, 1918, with two of
niy colleagues, Representative Glass, of Virginia, and Repre-
sentative WHALEY, of South Caroling, I went to France, and,
among other places, vigited Tours, the headquarters of the Serv-
ices of Supply of our Army, and was thrilled with pride at the
marvels worked by this branch of the service. On October 30,
with my colleagues, I saw Admiral Sims, who was then in Paris.
I shall never forget that interview. The armistice had been re-
quested by the enemy. Sims told us of the magnificent progress
made by the British on the English front, and as we listened he
proceeded to tell us that the armistice would have to be granted
because Pershing had been unable to break through the German
lines, owing to the absolute breakdown of transportation behind
the American lines. With pathos in his voice he told us how un-
fortunate it was that this breakdown occurred at so critical a
moment. In amazement we listened, and in the monologue he
delivered he proceeded to tell ns that while Americans believed
their Navy was working wonders, that as a matter of fact we
had but 3 per cent of the antisubmarine craft in English waters;
that Great Britain had breught over two-thirds of our troops
and had escorted one-half of them. I left him not only depressed
at the failure of the American Army but humiliated at the small
part played by the American Navy.

Believing that this disaster to the American Army, which,
according to Sims, made necessary our granting the armistice
asked by the enemy, was destined to become a national seandal,
Mr. WuArLey and I determined to again visit the headquarters
of the Services of Supply in order to ascertain the details of
this disaster, Because of Sims' statement we traveled 150 miles
or more to Tours. When we informed the commanding officer
and the Chief of Staff of our desire to secure information with
reference to this matter they were amazed. They advised us
that it was the first they had heard of it. They showed us rec-
ords where Gen. Pershing, after the St. Mihiel drive, had
thanked the Services of Supply for its wonderful service, and
again, just a few days prior fo our visit, had written congratu-
lating the Services of Supply upon its continued success in sup-
plying our forces in the field. Wishing to avoid friction be-
tween our officers, we refrained from disclosing the source of
our information. When told that our statement must be mere
gossip in Paris, we advised the commanding officer that our
information came from an officer of high rank in the service of
our Government, and in respouse to that statement an officer
present said:
glfi:cg: tw;:o w&nﬁafé' ttoﬁiﬂ;?x:lxg:g caggdéls&:ﬂ)r;hfs (X‘&{ulall“ ‘K'[f “s':

B.

[Laughter and applause.]

I regret that I do not now remember which one of the officers
made the statement, but the significance of the statement greatly
impressed me,
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While in Paris I read in the Paris edition of a London
newspaper an account of a speech made by Sims in London, in
which he misrepresented the part played by our Navy, just as
he had in his statement to us in Paris. Belittling the achieve-
ments of America was his hobby in those days. From the
London Times of October 11, 1918, I took the following, which
also appears in the London Times’s History of the World War,
It is an account of a speech made by Sims the day previous at
a luncheon at the Criterion Restaurant:

Another idea was sometimes in the American mind, that the Amerl-
can Navy had been doing the bulk of the business over here—at least
a half. That was not correct. There were about 5,000 antisubmarine
eraft operating day and night, and the American craft numbered 180,
or 3 per cent. The figures were about the same in the Mediterranean.
Agalu, Americans scemed to regard it as a miracle of their Navy that
they had got a million and a half troops here in a few months and
had protected them on the way. *“We didn't do that,” said Admiral
Sims. “ Great Britain did. ‘She brought over two-thirds of them
and escorted one-half., We escort only ome-third of the merchant
vessels that come here.”

This statement, untrue as it is, was made by him not once,
but on every occasion that he had an opportunity to speak.
Only this morning a Member of this House told me that Admiral
Sims made the same statement to him, and left him humiliated
at the part the American Navy was playing in European
waters. An American editor told me that in a period of two
weeks he had heard him make three or four speeches in Lon-
don, and on each occasion, speaking for an hour, Sims had
devoted 20 minutes to a futile effort to tell negro stories and
the other 40 minutes fo depreciating the achievements of the
American Navy. On each oceasion these Americans were forced
to listen to him repeat the statements made in the article
quoted above from the London Times, and which, from his own
reports, I will prove to be false.

He says first that there were 5,000 antisubmarine craft
operating day and night and the American craft numbered
160, or 3 per cent. The statement as to the number of craft
operating is deceptive and the statement as to the number
of American craft is false. Records of the Navy Depart-
ment show that of the 5,000 antisubmarine craft to which
he refers 1,520 were trawlers, 1,365 drifters, 507 motor launches.
This accounts for more than 3,000 of the total of 5,000. In
his efforts to make the world believe that Great Britain was
doing all of the work, he counted as antisubmarine ecraft
everything afloat, in order to increase the percentage of Great
Britain and decrease the percentage of American craft enghged.
That was deception. But his statement as to the number of
American vessels employed is false. His own report of April 4,
1919, contained in Monthly Bulletin No. 5, published at London,
shows, on page 11, that on October 11, 1918, Sims had under his
command 323 vessels. And on November 11, 1918, there were
873 United States naval vessels in European waters, including 70
destroyers, 5 gunboats, 5 coast-guard cutters, 120 submarine
chasers, 27 Army yachts, 12 submarines, 13 mine sweepers, and
10 mine planters, making in all 262 vessels engaged in operation
against the submarines instead of 160.as stated by him in his
various speeches. .

Either one of two things is certain: Sims was so busy fight-
ing the war over the dining tables of London that he did not
know how many ships he had under his command, or else, know-
ing the facts, he willfully misrepresented them in order to pay
tribute to the British Navy and belittle the work of tl: Amer-
ican Navy. [Applause.]

As to the other statement he so constantly made as to the
transportation of troops, that “ Great Britain brought over two-
thirds and escorted one-half,” I wish to prove by his own reports
that this statement is untrue. In Bulletin No. 5, published
May 15, 1919, on page 7, Admiral Sims, under the heading, “A
Brief Résumé of the Accomplishments of the United States
Navy in European Waters,” says: “ First, escorted 62 per cent
or about 1,250,000 troops of the United States Expeditionary
Forces to Europe without loss from enemy action.” So that
after making, to everybody who would listen to him, the state-

_ment I have quoted from his speech as it appears in the London

Times, that we had escorted but one-half of the troops taken
abroad, in May, 1619, he was willing to concede that his former
statement was untrue, and that we had escorted 62 per cent in-
stead of 50 per cent. But what is the fact? The records of
the United States Cruiser and Transport Force, prepared by
Americans and published as an appendix to the report of the
Secretary of the Navy for 1919, shows that of the 2,079,680
American troops transporfed to Europe 1,720,360, or 82.75 per
cent, were under United States escort. Having slandered the
Navy during the war, six months after the war he was willing
to tell half the truth and concede that we escorted 62 per cent,
but he never could bring himself to tell the whole truth and
admit that the United States Navy had escorted 82 per cent of
the boys who went abroad.

Now as to his other statement, made to his London audienece,
and made to us, that Great Britain had transported two-thirds
of our troops to Europe. The report of the Secretary of the
Navy shows that 4825 per cent of ocur troops were carried
abroad in United States vessels, and Sims' statement that we
carried only 33 per cent is as untrue as every other statement
he has made with reference to the transportation of our troops
in the war,

His final statement that *“ We escort only one-third of the
merchant- vessels that come here” is also unirue, His report
to which I have heretofore referred, on page 15, states that we
provided 45 per cent of the ocean escort vessels for protecting
allied shipping in the Atlantic. If Sims is willing to ecredit us
with 45 per cent, it is safe fo assume that we provided at least
one-half of the escort for allied shipping.

While in London, in visiting the naval headquarters to secure
information as to the departure of ships, we again met Admiral
Sims, He courteously invited us to his office, and, evidently for-
getting that he had delivered his lecture to us in Paris, he again
proceeded to impress upon us the small part that our Navy
played in the war, reciting the figures stated above, and which I
have proved to be false. Not saiisfied with telling us how small
a part we played upon the sea in time of war, he proceeded to
tell us that in time of peace we should seek to play no part at all.
He expressed the hope that we would not be led astray by the
agitation for a merchant marine. He declared that England,
because of her geographical location, must necessarily control
the seas, and that we could rely upon her at all times providing
a merchant marine to transport our goods to foreign markets.
When I took issue with him, he stated that, even if we enter-
tained the view that it would be desirable for the United
States to possess a merchant marine, it was impossible because
we could not compete with Great Britain; that it would be
necessary to pay subsidies, for which our people would never
stand ; and that it was the part of wisdom for us to develop the
great West and leave the sea to Great Britain. With that Gov-
ernment, he said, we would never have any trouble, and Great
Britain could be depended upon at all times to care for our
business upon the seas. Though I believed at the time it was
a waste of energy, I, nevertheless, told him that he was mis-
taken in his estimate of the American people. That our people
had reached the conclusion that it was essential to the pros-
perity of America that we should possess a merchant marine;
that if it was necessary to pay subsidies in order to have it, we
were willing to do it. I think I was right. I believe the Ameri-
can people have made up their minds that the time will never
again come when we will be dependent upon Great Britain or
any nation for the transportation of our commodities to market,
The American flag has reappeared upon the seas, and never
with the consent of the American people will it leave the seas.
[Applause.]

So impressed was I with the fact that this man is an incurable
anglophile that upon my return I felt it my duty to report to
one in authority the substance of what I have now stated. I
felt it my duty to advise my Government that I would just as
soon apply to the British Admiralty for an Ameriean view as
I would to Sims. [Applause.]

In criticizing Sims for magnifying the achievements of the
British Navy at the expense of the American Navy I do not
criticize the Government of Great Britain, While abroad I met
many officers of the English Army and Navy, and no one of
them would have been guilty of slandering the United States
Army and Navy as did Sims. No man could visit the battle field
of Ypres and the Grand Fleet as I did, without being im-
pressed with the magnificent part played by the army and navy
of Great Britain in the war; and nothing that a hyphenated
politician like Sims can say will either add to or detract from
the glorious record of the sons of Great Britain. [Applause.]
His efforts to flatter them by slandering the Army and Navy of
America will meet with the contempt of every true Englishman
as it does of every true American. [Applause.]

Our Navy needs no defense at my hands. The Secretary of
the Navy needs no defense at my hands. Mr. Daniels is human
and had mistakes been made by him in this great naval under-
taking it would not have been surprising. However, the only
mistake he made that I know of was his appointment of Sims.
[Applause.] But the judgment of Daniels can not rest upon a
single appointment. Let us not forget his other appointments:
PBenson, as Chief of Operations; Mayo, next in rank, as com-
mander in chief of the United States F'leet; Wilson, in France:
Gleaves, convoying our troops; Hugh Rodman, with the Grand
Fleet; Niblack, in the Mediterranean ; Strauss, Dunn, Andrews,
and the others who served abroad. And then in the depart-
ment: Palmer, Earle, Griffin, McGowan, Taylor, Parks, and
Braisted. Unlike Sims, these men have no press agents. They
ask only the opportunity to serve their country. But they
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made the Navy a fighting force of which every American is
proud. Josephus Daniels organized that force, and when the
tocsin of war sounded it found the Navy under Daniels pre-
pared for action. The breath of scandal has not touched his
department, either in organization or demobilization. [Ap-
plause.] He sent into the war an efficient Navy; he sent into
the war a sober Navy; and when peace came he returned to
the mothers of America the boys they so freely gave to their
country, as elean and as pure as when they left their homes.
And while Sims is fighting the battle of the medals let me say
to him that, under the direction of Josephus Daniels, the Navy
in this war so conducted itself that the uniform of the Ameri-
can sailor is to-day the emblem of bravery and efficiency, in
itself, a decoration of which every sailor boy is justly proud.
['rolonged applause.]

Mr, GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr, Trrsox].

Mr. TILSON. Mr, Chairman, as many Members know, I
have given some thought to the general subject of a proper
and adequate plan of national defense. I have dwelt with
considerable emphasis upon the guestion of the importance of
matériel. In many respects it is more difficult to produce than
trained personnel.

Neither personnel, matériel, nor both together will avail a
nation anything when the crisis comes if that fine, indescrib-
able, intangible thing called the gpirit of an army or of a
nation be lacking or proves to be of inferior quality. It is of
this I would speak to-day, of what threatens to destroy it in
our Army and Navy and what may be done to prevent it.

My subject is humanizing the Army. I would not have it
inferred that the Army is inhuman. It is not, although there
are doubtless exceptions even to this rule. As a rule, Army
officers are humane and kind-hearted. Even when this is not
the case, where one is not kind-hearted and gentle, even he, in
most cases, is careful of the comfort of his men, for if not so he
is not an efficient officer.

I wish to speak, however, of the sirictly human side of
officers and men in their relations to each other in the service.
Having been an officer myself, it will not be claimed that I
speak in hostility to the officers. There can be no doubt that
there has come out of the recent war, more than from any
other war, a feeling of antipathy on the part of the enlisted
men, amounting in many cases to resentment, against
officers as a class, and in my judgment it is one of the most
unfortunate and disturbing outgrowths of the war. The fact
that it is in most cases undeserved and without foundation in
reason does not make it any the less true or any the less
unfortunate,

What is the cause? How much foundation is there for such
a feeling? What will the consequences be if permitted to go
unchecked? What can be done to counteract it? ™These are
some of the questions which suggest themselves.

What has caused the growth of such a feeling in the recent
war? Some have thought it to be an unconscious contagion
from seldier and soviet government in far-off Russia. Some
have thought it the result of Bolshevik propagandn. Some
have thought it a revulsion against militarism, sometimes
called Prussianism.

In my judgment none of these have exercised more than a
very remote and indirect effect. If I have estimated the
situation correctly, we need not go very far outside of the
Army itself to account for the presence of such a sentiment
during the war or its growth and spread since actual fighting
ceased.

What I am now going to say does not apply to the better
grade of Army officers, or to Army officers as a rule, but there
are so many exceptions fo the rule that I shall pass over the
rule entirely and for the benefit of all devote myself for a while
to the exceptions.

Caste in the Army has much to do with the problem of which
I am speaking. Caste may be described as a thin veneer of
dignity spread over a medium or soft plece of officer material to
prevent a too easy detection of the true quality of the timber,
[Applause.] Its true place is where there is a strictly militaristie
governing class, as in Germany before the war., It was con-
venient in the small army of Great Britain, where long before
the present war commigsions were bought, in many instances,
by the younger sons of titled families.

It was never entitled to a place or even consideration in
America. Unfortunately it was taken up somewhat early by a
few of the small eircle of officers in our small Army. It even
took root in the soil of West Point and has never ceased to
grow in the rare and rarified atmosphere of that great institu-
tion. It is copied by many of those coming into the Army from
civil life, for why should they permit the West Pointer to excel

in a lesson so easily mastered? TResult: They often “out-Point
the Pointers.” For those coming up from the ranks it is next to
impossible to escape the contagion, and as a rule they do not try.

The raison d'etre usually given for this anomalous exotie
which I have labeled caste in our Army is discipline. The
theory is that if an enlisted man should once discover that an
officer is just an ordinary human man like himself all discipline
would cease. Therefore there must be nothing but official rela-
tionship between officers and men. I deny this theory. [Ap-
plause.] The trouble with the theory is that the enlisted man
Iknows all the while just what the officer is. He knows that he
is just the same kind of man as himself and that the assumed
superiority is not real.

It has been contended seriously that in order to maintaln
disecipline in our Army it is necessary that there be a hard and
fast line of demarcation, socially and otherwise, drawn and
maintained between officers and men. Speaking from such ex-
perience as I have had and much cbservation, I deny the proposi-
tion. On the contrary, in my judgment any attempt to do so is
subversive of real discipline, the only kind that counts in a
crisis. [Applause.] ;

Do not misunderstand me. The officer who attempts to play
demagogue to his men by playing the weak-kneed good fellow
or hall fellow well met and hopes thereby to retain their re-
spect will utterly fail. He thereby proves himself not a leader
of men but one fit only to be led. Even the hard-boiled upstart
and would-be martinet is no worse than he. My own conception
of an officer is best expressed by that affectionate Army pet
name, “the old man.” He should be a “daddy” to his men.
True, he must be a just, firm, and somewhat Spartanlike father,
but if he has not a heart large enough to go out to and include
every man in his outfit, be it a company, a regiment, a division,
or an army, then he is not a good officer. [Applause.]

The human element can not be eliminated. It ought not to be
altempted. American soldiers can not be molded into inanimate
cogs in a machine, though they can be developed into highly
trained units of a great organization. The German military
machine exemplified the former, while the latter describes my
ideal of an American Army.

I have referred to the spirit of caste in the Army. I shall
give only two instances, perhaps somewhat extreme, to illus-
trate what I have in mind. -

When my own regiment was at the Mexican border in 1918
we marched overland a ‘considerable distance to an Army post
in order to use the rifle range. The regiment of colored Cav-
alry regularly stationed there was with Pershing in Mexico,
Only a small number of enlisted men, as caretakers of the post,
and a few white officers had been left. At the post exchange
was a well-kept restaurant with two dining rooms, one for col-
ored enlisted men and the other for white officers. A half dozen
officers and as many enlisted men from my regiment went into
the restaurant for dinner the day we arrived. All were seated
in the dining room usually occupied by white officers. -A few
negro soldiers were eating in the other dining room. A first
lieutennnt of Regulars enfered the officers’ dining room, and
seeing half a dozen enlisted men eating there immediately de-
manded that they be removed to the other dining room before
he, the lientenant, would condescend to take his seat. It hap-
pened that the enlisted men in question were from the company
in which I had served as a private, and I knew them all very
well. They happened to be Yale graduates and sons of some of
our best families, althongh that is not important in this con-
nection. I might add, incidentally, that five of the six became
officers in the war against Germany and made fine records. This
shows the type of enlisted men they were, but this made no dif-
ference to the snobbish lieutenant. He would not eat in the
same dining room where a small group of enlisted men were
guietly eating the first sguare meal they had encountered for a
week. They might have joined their more gentlemanly colored
comrades across the hall, and I am quite sure that it was no false
caste spirit which prevented them from doing so; but, in faet,
they left the exchange and returned to the more congenial beans
and sowbelly of the company kitchen.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Wiil the gentleman yield in
that connection?

Ar, TILSON. I will

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I was curious to know if the
lientenant had authority to do that?

Mr, TILSON. It was not a matier of authority. It was a
private dining room conducted at the post exchange by a private
individual.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. What I am asking is, did he
have the right to cause those privates to retire?

Mr. TILSON. He had a right to ask the proprietor to do so03
and if the proprietor did not comply, I can imagine what would
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have happened to the post-exchange restaurant if that officer
had anything to do with it thereafter.

Mr. GALLIVAN. But the lieutenant could not issue an
order?

Mr. TILSON. No.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia, That is what I was getting at—
as to whether he had authority. He gimply could make it un-
pleasant for the pecple who operated the restaurant?

Mr, TILSON. Yes; but that would be sufficient.

The other case that I shall take the time to instance is one
that shows that this psendo-discipline is not only practiced but
that it is boasted of and taught to others as worthy of emula-
tion. This instance, I anr informed by a reserve officer, was
told by the hero himself, who was a Regular Army officer in-
structing in discipline at one of the training camps established
at the start of the war for the instruction of new officers. This
officer-instructor dilated at considerable length upon the neces-
sity for drawing a strict caste line between officers and men, and
told this story as an example of the extent to which this should
be earried. He told the class of new officers that for nearly a
yvear at one time in his military career he was stationed at a
lonely post in the Philippines with but a single other white man,
his sergeant, to keep him company, except at long intervals
when he received or was able to pay visits to other posts in the
vicinity. He stated that during that entire period he strietly
maintained his dignity in all his dealings with the white ser-
geant, and that during all the time they were at the post
together he did not exchange a gingle word with the sergeant
except in the line of official business.

The officer who told this story is undoubtedly an exception
to the general run of Regular Army officers, but in this particu-
lar case he was in a position to do much harm if the new officers
under his instruction nccepted his Prussian idea of what should
be the relations between officers and men.

In the recent war many officers coming in from Plattsburg and
other training camps came imbued with the same strange notion
of what is necessary for discipline, and what they lacked in
knowledge of the profession of arms many of them tried to make
up by out-Heroding Herod in applying what they falsely sup-
posed to be the real West Point idea. 1

Mr. POU. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman a
question,

Mr. TILSON. I yield for a question.

Mr. POU. Does not the gentleman think that a good deal of
this unfortunate feeling on the part of the enlisted men toward
the officers arises from what I understand to be the modern
method, namely, that instead of the important officers leading
their men in action they send them forward while they themselves
stay in a perfectly safe place? As I understand it, it is the
modern method, in a major action, for all down to about the
first lientenant to remain in a comparatively safe situation while
the enlisted men are sent forward.

Mr. TILSON. I do not think it can be explained so easily,
and, besides, I do not understand that what the gentleman de-
scribes is in fact the modern method. Of course, in modern
warfare, with the magnitude of the operations that are carried
on, the higher officers who command muech larger units than was
formerly the case, are mecessarily at the positions where they
can most effectively command their organizations, which is
often some distance from the front line. The officer whose duty
it is to accompany a particnlar unit is with this unit, whether it
is a platoon in the front trench or a company, a battalion, or a
regiment a little farther back. In a modern battle it is im-
practicable for a general officer, for instance, to take up his post
of command in the front-line trench. It would be well-nigh im-
possible for him to reach or communicate with the rest of his
organization, and it would be next to impossible for him to direct
the battle from such a position.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask
that the gentleman have half a minute more in order to answer a
question,

Mr. TILSON. Can I have one minute more?

Mr. GOOD. I yield to the gentleman one minute more.

Mr, LAZARO. Will the gentleman please make it two
minutes?

Mr. GOOD. I will

Mr, TILSON. 1 yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Haroy].

Mr, HARDY of Texas. I am very much in sympathy with
what the gentleman says, and I have a complete contempt for
the snobbishness he has referred to, and I know he has studied
the subject.

Mr, TILSON. It has been a matter of some concern to me,
I will say to the gentleman.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Will not the gentleman in some way
indicate what Congress might do to relieve this unbearable,
undemocratic, and indecent condition?

Mr. TILSON. I do not knmow just what Congress can do
about it. It would be extremely difficult to frame any law
that could reach such a matter, As an individual Member of
Congress, I was talking the other night with a dozen or 15
thooghtful Army officers at a small dinner, and I took that
occasion to tell them that, in my judgment, it was necessary for
such officers as they and others, who have the highest interests
of the Army at heart, to take this matter in hand. I told them
that, if necessary, they must lean over backwards in order to
convince the fathers and mothers of this country that when these
young men, their sons, go into the Army they will receive human
treatment and recognition that men who are serving their
country deserve.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Just one more question. We have pur-
sued that policy of leaving it to the Army officers themselves for a
century,and it has resulted in the condition the gentleman has de-
seribed. 1Is it not time we looked somewhere else for a remedy?

Mr. TILSON. If we are to depend upon a professional
army to fight future wars—a paid army of enlisted men—pos-
sibly the people of the country can afford to neglect this matter
and let it go on as it has been going. If, however, we are to
rely in case of war in the future upon a democratic army, an
army where the individual soldiers are to come from all the
families of the land and be truly representative of the people,
I think it important that there should be a change in this re-
gard. If we are to have universal military training or any
other plan founded upon the universal obligation of the citizen
to fight his country’s battles in time of war, then it is essential
that the human element be recognized. The fathers and
mothers of the land must understand that difference in rank in
the Army is only the measure of responsibility, and that,
whether their sons serve as high-ranking officers or as private
soldiers, they equally fulfill the duty of citizenship. Class dis-
tinctions have no place in a democratic Republic like ours,
whether it be in military or civil life. Difference in rank and
pay is necessary in the Army and the Navy for the proper dis-
tribution of duties and responsibilities. TLeaders must be
placed in the proper position from which to lead effectively,
and they must have power, authority, and compensation accord-
ingly. In civil life the same adjustment is made in a slightly
different way, and with the same general result; but whether
generals or privates, captains of industry or common laborers,
all are equal before the law, all are equal before God, and
there is not, and must not be, any place in Ameriea for classes,
for class distinctions, or class spirit. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connecti-
cut has expired.

Mr. LAZATRRO. Will the gentleman from Iowa yleld to the
gentleman from Connecticut a minute more?

Mr. GOOD. All of the time has been assigned.

Mr. TILSON. The time is all apportioned. I thank you,
gentlemen.

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes
to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. O’Coxxor].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is recog-
nized for 20 minutes.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com.
mittee, H. R. 5918 was reported favorably by the Committee on
Military Affairs and is now pending in this House, and I trust
that in due time it will receive your favorable consideration.
It is a bill directing the Secretary of War to ingquire into the
feasibility of creating a national park down on the Plains of
Chalmette, a little below the city of New Orleans, the plains on
which was fought the memorable, the unforgettable, the cele-
brated Battle of New Orleans. The cost of making such a sur-
vey will be so small as to be almost negligible. But if the cost
were a hundred thousand times greater than the small amount
that will have to be expended in making this survey, in my judg-
ment the sentiment of the American people and of history would
justify such an outlay. ;

I do not intend, my friends, in the few remarks I shall en-
deavor to make as rapidly and felicitously and entertainingly
as possible in the short time allowed me, to refer to the past
with any bitterness, because I am not “anti” anything, but I
chall refer to and dilate upon the great events that led up fo
this splendid battle, and particularly the battle itself, and the
important results which flowed from it, with the pride of an
American proud of the achievements of his countrymen on land
and on sea and in the diplomatic councils of the world's affairs.

The Battle of New Orleans, in my judgment, will some day
take its place among the important struggles in the world's
history. When the celebrated work known as the Fifteen De-
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cisive Battles of the World shall be revised in order to Include
the tremendous epoch-making engagements that have been
fought in recent years, I feel confident, frem the observations
of competent military authorities, that the Battle of New Or-
leans will be included among the achievements that brought
lasting results, results that practically changed the destiny of
the race in our quarter of the globe.

The Battle of New Orleans was one of the greatest victories
ever gained upon the Western Continent; and in order that we
might thoroughly understand its importance to the history of
the United States of America, in order that we might grasp
the fullness of this magnificent achievement of American arms,
let us reflect for a moment, Mr. Chairman, on what would have
been the result had Gen. Jackson been defeated on the plains
of Chalmette and as a consequence of that defeat the occupation
of the Louisiana Territory by British armies, which was the
purpose of the invasion. The United States of America would
have been confined territorially to that space now lying between
the Mississippi River and the Atlantic Ocean.

The Mexican War would never have been fought. The Civil
War in all probability would not have been fought, and if it
had been fought it would have terminated differently from the
way it did terminate, and for the obvious historical reasons
which will oceur to you at once when you consider the fact that
the country west of the Mississippi River would have been
under the British flag. Texas would not be a part of this
Union, nor would the Gadsden Purchase, nor Oregon. In fact,

that vast territory which runs from the western bank of the-

Mississippi River clear over to the Pacific littoral would be
another Canada. The war of 1898 with Spain would never
have come to pass. As a consequence we would have had no
territorial possessions in the Caribbean Sea and no insular pos-
gessions in the Pacific Ocean,

When one cogitates, when one thinks of the tremendous re-
sults which flowed from that battle, it is easy to be seen by any
American that it takes its place among the great victories
achieved by our arms, and in all probability it should rank with
the great battles of the world's history which are regarded as
decisive in settling some great current in human affairs—that
established great republies or empires.

Mr, PLATT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield
to the gentleman from New York?

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman let me finish? Then I
will yield to any question.

Mr, PLATT., Very well.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. O'CONNOR. It is necessary, gentlemen, in order to thor-
oughly understand the tremendous events that led up to this
battle, to turn back the hand of time and roll up the curtain
upon the romantic past, under whose shadow we are still living.

Guided by history's pages, we see Narvaez going from Mexico
to Florida and touching at the mouth of the Mississippi River,
He was a Spanish conquistador, a nobleman and explorer.
That was in 1528. Fourteen years later we see Hernando De
Soto viewing the Mississippi River at some place near where
the Arkansas joins her. He was a splendid Spanish conguista-
dor, a striking figure in that romantic period, and was buried
darkly at night, as was said of Sir John More, and left alone
with his glory. But he had a magnificent tomb, and the tide
of the Father of Waters rolling all the way to the Gulf of
Mexico and on to the Atlantic Ocean probably furnished to
him a funeral train such as was never the lot of any other man
in history or romance. Out in the rotunda of the Capitol,
under the dome, you will see eight great pictures portraying the
life of America from the romantic and historical standpoint;
one pleture by William H. Powell portrays the wonder and
amazement of De Soto and his followers when they beheld the
Father of Waters gliding southward in its solemn, majestic
sweep to the Mexican Sea. Years and years elapsed, and in 1673
we find Joliet and Marquette descending the Mississippl River,
under the direction of the French governor of Canada, in search
of the mighty river that was supposed to run from east to west
and connect the two great oceans,” Then they returned, having
gone as far south as the Arkansas River.

Strange as it may appear, my fellow Members, the idea that
a great river ran from east to west and connected the eastern
and western oceans remained even among educated people for
over a century after these great explorers had gone to that
undiscovered country from whose bourne no traveler has ever
returned, and I understand that in South America there is still
a disposition to believe that there is such a waterway.

Only lately down in Panama it was thought that the Chagres
River at one time did make a connection between the two great
bodies of water. It is said that Balboa, when he viewed from the

hill that bears his name the mighty Pacific, looked for the river
that he thought joined it to the Atlantic.

In 1682 La Salle completed the discovery of the Mississippi
River and claimed the whole country for France, naming it
Louisiana, in honor of Lounis XIV,

It is clear to you gentlemen of the Committee of the Whole
House from this recital that there must have been an issue
between France and Spain in regard to the immense territory
involved and flowing from the right of discovery. This is made
clear by the fact that in 1762 France, by treaty of Fontainbleau,
ceded to Spain all that part of the Lounisiana territory lying west
of the Mississippi River and the island of Orleans, which is to-
day New Orleans, and in the following year, 1763, by the treaty
of Paris, surrendered all of that part of the territory lying on
the right bank, and Florida, to England. The desire of Napo-
leon to create a colonial empire in Ameriea led to the secret
treaty of St. Ildefonse, in 1800, by which France acquired that
part of Louisiana formerly ceded to Spain. This acquisition by
the great Corsican and the treaty by which France secured it
was denounced as fraudulent by Spain and England, and Napo-
leon transferred it to the United States for $15,000,000, as he
feared an invasion of the Louisiana territory by England and
wished to make us its defenders. Matters drifted, as Napoleon
was then at the zenith of his power and the terror of Europe.
Then came that terrible day for him and joy for Europe whence
he had to abdicate and fied to Elba, in the early summer of 1814.

England was now in control of the world. Up to this time she
was successful in the War of 1812, her chief triumph being the
capture and burning of our Capitol. London newspapers teemed
with accounts of her easy victory and trimmphs and ridiculed
a people that could not offer a soldier’s resistance to the invaders
of their country. Our President and Army—in fact, the popu-
lation—were mercilessly lampooned upon the stage and derided
and sneered and scoffed at in the English journals of the time,
Flushed with success on the Continent, England now determined
to settle with the infant Republic and give her a military lesson
that would break her spirit completely. Therefore one of the
conditions to be imposed upon France was the return of Loui-
siana to Spain and which England would take from us if her
ally should not be strong enough to do so for herself.

It was indeed a day of appalling danger for our country. The
entire valley was to be trampled under military heel. An im-
mensely large force for that time was to embark from Plymouth
for the conquest of the Gulf States, the control of the Missis-

‘| sippi Valley, and the occupancy of the Louisiana Purchase.

This army was composed of men who had been under Welling-
ton in the Peninsular wars. Gen. Eoss was to have commanded
this invading army after Wellington declined its command ; but
Ross was killed on the banks of the Patapseo, and Sir Edward
Pakenham was placed in charge, the Duke of Wellington having
again declined the command.

It was a dark period for our country. The old martial spirit
of the Revolution seemed to be dead. The war was far from
arousing any patriotic enthusiasm. Even the school children of
America were depressed, downhearied, and saddened at the
overwhelming calamities that had befallen their country.

It is clear that if another disaster had befallen our arms
instead of the triumph that we won, if another defeat had been
our fate, we would have been crushed and overwhelmed by such
a catastrophe, England would have occupied New Orleans and
taken possession of the Louisiana Territory without another
blow, as we would have been at her mercy.

‘We had sent James Bayard, John Quincy Adams, Henry Clay,
Jonathan Russell, and Albert Gallatin to secure a treaty of
peace.

Lord Castlereagh about this time said: * Every port and city
in Amerieca is in our hands and the Americans are little better
than prisoners in their own land.” The London Sun, as well as
the Canadian newspapers, looked forward to and predicted the
annihilation of what they scornfully refused to recognize as a
military force.

Our peace commissioners were subject to mortification. Mich-
igan, Wisconsin, Ohio, and Indiana were demanded as an evi-
dence of our defeat. This was on September 8, 1814. It is need-
less to say that these demands were prompily refused by our
commissioners.

Keep this fact in mind, my countrymen, for the seeming friend
of to-day may be the enemy of to-morrow, and eternal vigilance
and watchfulness are necessary to safeguard the interest and
unity of the Nation. For on October 24, six weeks later, Lord
Bathurst gave Pakenham his commission and orders to proceed
to Plymouth and embark there for Louisiana to assume com-
mand of the forces operating for the reduction of that Province,
All of these warlike preparations were being made while the
peace conference was in session at Ghent,
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- Yes, my countrymen, eternal vigilance is the price, or a part
of the price, we must pay to preserve our liberties, our freedom,
our institutions, Self-reliance, preparedness, training, resolu-
tion, and fortitude should be the cloud by day and the pillar of
fire by night to guide us along the road to the goal of our coun-
try. Alliances, except for the purpose of trade, do not appeal
to a bold and militant people. Courage and that discipline
which comes as a result of training from the cradle until the
patriot steps on the battle field or the «deck of his couniry's
war vessel are what make for a nation’s perpetuation and its
glory.

It is true a treaty of peace was signed, but let nus not forget
that it was not a spirit of genercsity on the part of Hngland
that led to the mbandonment of her extraordinary claims and
proposed indemnities as an evidence of our humiliation, but
because she was assured just at this time and believed that
we were so torn and worn by dissension, so near exhaustion
that dissolution was inevitable, and that the dismembered
States weuld seek a new and closer alliance with her as scpa-
rate and distinet dependencies. In other svords, she hoped to
secure more hy what she considered the inevitable process of
dissolution, that her informants thought they saw in operation,
than by force of arms or a foo treaty and the harsh
terms she had intended to impose, She had not relinguished
her rights in the Louisiana Purchase on behalf of Spain, ner
had she abandoned her plans to control the Mississippi, for
the Pakenham expedition had been hurried across the Atlantic
and assembled at Negril, Jamaica, with a full .civil government
for the Crown Province of Louisiana, as it was referred to by
England ; and no effort was made to recall it.

As a matter of fact all plans for the invasion and occupancy
of the Louisiana Territory svere being actively pushed avhile
the peace conference was in session. Do not ever forget this,
my countrymen; keep it in mind, lest on some tremendous day
we have to pay for our carelessness in blood and tears,

Just at this critical time in the histery of our country there
loomed on its horizon one who became a great figure in the
affairs of this world, one who came out of the woods, like
Hosea of old. Tried by obscurity, poverty, pain, danger, -and
the malevolence that always assails merit, he had ‘overcome
disappointment, surmounted every obstacle, subdued and tri-
umphed over every disaster. The perils of the wilderness, the
Lostility of the savage, the silent antagonism iof the trackless
swamps and the unbroken forest, melted into thin air before
the dauntless courage and martial fire of this here, warrier,
statesman, patriot, and American, Andrew Jackson, whose
flery heart never quailed before any foe, whose crest was never
lowered to any enemy.

His fame as an Indian fighter, his swenderful march ‘against
Pensacola, his defense of Fort Bower had reached Europe, and
Wellington saw flashing across the military skies, not a meteor
dazzling in its brightness for a moment, only ito plunge into
everlasting gloom and darkness, but a rising star of the first
magnitude. :

1 will not dwell upon Pakenham's advance up the -Gulf of
Mexico and through Lake Borgne, nor upen the skirmish by
lake and land, by river and bayou, that preceded the memor-
able conflict on the 8th of January, 1815. Ixpede Herculem.
From the foot of Hercules build his statue. From this Spartan
message vision the glory of our vietory—the tragedy of their
defeat.

American loss: T killed and 6 wounded.

Tnglish loss: T00 killed, 1,400 wounded, and 500 prisoners.

Among the slain was Pakenham, the gallant leader of the
invading force. As are Leonidas :and Thermepylae Pass to
Greece are Jackson and New Orleans to Americans.

When shall the glory of our Army fade? Shall we of this
great country ever forget the Kentuckians, Tennesseans, Missis-
sipians, and Louisianians, some of whom 1narched 1,200 te 1,500
miles to be with Jackson and his immortal aids, Ceffee and
Carrell? Let the Jackson Highway of to-day, over which
they marched when it was an unbroken wilderness from end
to end, convey In eloguent silence the greatness, the glory, the
grandeur of these splendid souls who ‘are now in the great
beyond, near the throne of God.

They are buried all over the South and West. After playing
out in a magnificent way their parts as American citizens and
soldiers, they joined the glorious souls who fomght, struggled,
bled, and died for the land since the first white man placed his
heel upon it. Hach of Jackson’s soldiers was a York, born with
a rifle near his hand, frained to meet danger from his infancy,
and with lion-hearted courage had subdued his savage foes.
The glory of the English Army went as chaif before the wind
when they met our backwoodsmen rifle experts and dead shots.
No enemy could hope to struggle successfully with such Ameri-

.

can invincibles. They are no more. They have passed sway,
but their blood is still here, They themselves are in the great
country of all men's hopes, on the blue-tented field above,
The muffied drom's sad roll has beat
The ‘soldier's last tuttoo;
No more on life's parade shall meet
That brave and daring few.
On fame's eternal camping ground
Their silent tents are spread
And glory guards with solemn “round
The bivouac of the dead,

Their shlvered swords are red with rust,
Thelr plumed heads are bowed,

Their haughty banner, trailed in du-ut.
Is nmow their martial shroud ;

And plenteous funeral toars have washed
The red stains from each brow

And thelr proud forms, m battle gaeheﬁ.
Are free from mnguish now.

Rest on, embalmed and sainted dead,
Dear as the blood you gave,

RNo impious footsieps here shall tread
The herbage of your grave;

Wor shall your glory be forgot
While fame her record kecps,

02 _honor points the hallowed spot
Where valor prouflly sleeps.

[Applause.]

May I, my countrymen, now that as a Louisianian I have
placed metaphorically a wreath of my great State upon the last
resting place on earth eof the brave Kentuckians, never-to-be-
forgotten Tennesseans, and immortal Mississippians, who won
for themselves and their country on Chalmette Plains on Janu-
ary 8, 1815, fadeless crowns of glory—may I say a few words
of our own Louisiana, the Niobe of States, and her beautiful
and romantie daughter, New Orleans?

If you would feel glory’s thrill, if you would feel the throb of
an unwritten epie, read the story of Jean Lafitte, the pirate, who
would not sell his country for all the bright gold England could
offer; read the story of Dominick You, whose epitaph from
Voltaire's “ La Henriade"—

Intrépdde guerrier, sur la terre et sur 1'onde,
Il sut, dans cent combats, signaler sa valeur,
Et ce nouveau Bayard, sans Teproche et sans peur,
: Aurait pu sans trembler, ¥oir s'écrouler le monde,

The intrepid hero of a hundred battles on land sand on sea,
and who, like another Bayard, without fear and without re-
proach, will one day, unmoved, view the destruction of the
world, claims the attention of all who visit his tomb—the atten-
tion of all passers-by in the old St. Louls cemetery, where are
buried You, and by some it is said Lafitte, the kinsmen of Her-
nando De Soto, and these grand old Creele dames and gentle-
men who loved the beautiful Queen City of the South—where lie
the Louisianians who stood shoulder to shoulder and heel to
heel and heart to heart and sounl to sounl with their brethren
from Kentucky, Tennessee, and Mississippi—if you would catch
the atmosphere of this epic in our history, read the wonderful
work issued by the Louisiana Historical Society in commemora-
tion of the centenary of the Battle of New Orleans, on January
8, 1915, and which has an honored place in the great Congres-
sional Library.

And never forget a tradition which our people hoast of as an
evidence of the heroism -of their great men and women. If

.Jackson had lost the conflict on the plains of Chalmette, he had

planned to reireat up the river with his army and the entire
population of New Orleans, then set fire to the city, and when it
was destroyed cut the banks of the river and inundate its smok-
ing ruins, obliterate it, o that the enemy would have no rest-
ing place for the winter. My countrymen, even that thought
conveys to our minds the man more clearly than any poem or
oration the dauntless Americanism of this hera, Jacksen, cham-
picn -of liberty, son of freedem, and hero of New Orieans and his
country’s idol.,

It is said that William of Orange was willing to take the
people of Holland te the Asian islands in the Pacific below the
Eguator, and there under the Southern Cress, where the nutmeg
and sugar cane grow, begin a mew republic, but only after he
would cut its dikes and flood the lowlands, in order that his
country might not become the spoil of the invader and con-
queror. Moscow stands out as another sublime story of resist-
ance, and New Orleans is the great American epie, though un-
written, as to what the American people would do at all times
to fight the invader. * Millions for defense, but mot a cent
for tribute” in its larger sense expresses .our willingness te
make any sacrifice the war god demands rather than prostrate
ourselves before any foe. [Applause.]

* Mr. Chairman, my song hath ended ; my voice is about to join
the echoes. Would that my address were worthier of the great
event in our history.
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But to other men and other times I leave the chapters that will
in a measure reflect the glory that transcends in the minds of
Americans—

The glory that was of Greece,
The grandeur that was of Rome.

Down on those immortal plains, down on that glorious battle
fleld, down where the bearded oak and the magnolia and pome-
granate and orange and fig and the night jessamine grow, and the
waters of the Mississippi sing on their way to the sea a mighty
refrain under the moonlight to the brave spirits that fought the
good fight and won, there rises a great shaft in memory of our
gallant souls who repelled the invaders. It stands out under
the sky of Chalmette, so that travelers to all parts of the world
as they pass down the river to the Gulf may see it, and carry it
in their hearts and affections—a monument to our sainted dead.

There on that holy ground, in the years to come as in those
that have joined eternity, will be heard orations on the glory of
their fall and their wonderful vietory. Xentucky, Tennessee,
Mississippi—Louisiana shall never forget your noble sons.

Our speakers shall always refer to them affectionately as the
brave defenders of the valley.

And, in eulogizing your departed soldier, sons will point to that
marble column that rises to the sky and declare:

Yon marble minstrel's voiceless tone
In deathless songs shall tell,
‘When many a vanquished age "hath flown,
Tha gtory how ye fell.
r wrecks, nor change, nor wi.nter’s blight,
Nor time’s remorse]m doo
Shall dim one ray of holy llght
That gilds your glorious tomb.

[Great applause.]

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. GARLAND].

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to have to take
the attention of the committee from the splendid eloguence to
which we have just been listening to sordid matters of business,
but I want to call the attention of Members of this Congress and
this committee to a fact that I have here. The department of
unused and renovated war material from time to time, as well
as other departments—and there seems to be several of them—
sell material that is on hand. Sometimes in the sheets which
they give out they attach the prices of the material that they are
going to sell, and it is stated that they are the original prices.
of the articles. Most of the time no price is attached on these
sheets. I call attention here to several hundred articles, but I
wish to use the few minutes alloted to me to call the attention of
Members to an official price list of articleg€or sale in the Army

Quartermaster's retail stores, the list beinj No. 1, which was [

issued with prices of the materials attached thereto, as being
the original price of the article. There are several hundred of
them on this list, among which are some stocks and dies for
iron pipe cutting and threading. Almost everyone knows what
those articles are. This list shows stocks and dies, from a
quarter of an inch to an inch, new, at $§23.50 a set; and offers to
sell to the waiting public for that amount. Newspaper articles
from time to time say that these sales are to be made for the pur-
pose of permitting the returned soldiers to get the articles at
reasonable prices—tools with which they may start in business,
or through which they may secure employment and use the tools.
I saw this price list, and saw upon it some stocks and dies, and I
went to the stores and bought one set of new stocks and dies
made by Armstrong Co., at Bridgeport, Conn.

The price listed is $23.50, which is the price the Government
paid, according to the package markings. This is the set of
dies which I have here in this box. I then went down to
Espey’s hardware store on Pennsylvania Avenue, at No. 1010,
and purchased identically the same set of stocks and dies, made
by the same people, for $7.25. Either the Government has been
robbed to the extent of more than 200 per cent on all of its hard-
ware articles, because this is a fair sample, or else the Govern-
ment is profiteering to that extent. One or the other is true.
Mr. Espey gave me a receipt for my purchase, and on the receipt
he stated that he had never sold these articles before in the
histery of his business, and that is a good many years, for more
than $7.25. The Government purchased hundreds of different
sets and of different sizes of stocks and dies, as well as all other
kinds of hardware material, and I have here in my hand a great
list of various articles that are offered for sale. I heard strong
talk yesterday from the Democratie side, ridiculing the ery of
economy and of economizing, but this shows that some one ap-
pointed by the Democratic administration sold to the Govern-
ment at 200 per cent above ordinary price these articles, or else
the Government, as I said before, is profiteering to that extent
in sellm them now to the publie.

NNALLY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARLAND. I yield to the gentieman.

Mr. CONNALLY. I want to inquire of the gentleman whether
or not the sizes of these dies were different?

Mr. GARLAND. They are identically the same, and here
they are in these two boxes, This box is a little different out-
side, because they have not been painting the boxes since the
war, as they did before.

Mr. CONNALLY. Are they all of the same size?

Mr. GARLAND, The sizes are from one-quarter of an inch
to an inch.

Mr. CONNALLY. And all the same size?

Mr. GARLAND. They are the same identically. Here is a
piece of quarter-inch pipe where one end was thread cut with
one set of dies and the other end with the other set of dies.
They are identically the same; they are of the same make;
there is not an iota of difference between them. The same com-
pany made them, and they are known as Armstrong No. 2 two-
plece steel dies.

Mr. DENISON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARLAND. Yes.

Mr. DENISON. I think it would be very enlightening to the
House and to the country if my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr.
GArRpAND] would make inquiry to ascertain whether or not the
Government did allow itself to be robbed in that way by pay-
In%liﬂmt high price or is in turn really profiteering on the
publie.

Mr, GARLAND. I would say to the gentleman from Illinois
that it is my intention to introduce to-day a resolution to have
this matter referred to the committee on war-expenditures cost,
the committee presided over by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. GrRagam]. I intend to have all this data for the use of
the committee, and I hope that the committee will make a
thorough examination. I believe from the evidence that I have
here that all of the hardware sold to the United States Govern-
ment was sold at exorbitant prices, practically on the same
ratio as this, of probably 200 per cent above retail prices.
You can go into any town in the United States and buy that set
of stocks and dies for $7.25.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARLAND. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. One of these boxes contains the exact
dies purchased by the Government?

Mr. GARLAND. One of them I purchased from the Gov-
ernment, and the other I purchased from Mr. Espey.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The Government originally had pur-
chased the set, of course, which the gentleman purchased
from it?

Mr. GARLAND. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. 8o that the gentleman has the corpus
delecti?

Mr. GARLAND. Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY. The gentleman says that he purchased
one from the Government and paid $23.50 for the set?

Mr, GARLAND. Yes; the Government price.

Mr. CONNALLY. And the other from a retail dealer here,
and paid $7.25 for the set?

Mr. GARLAND. Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY. What object did the gentleman have In
paying $23.50 for one set, when he could have gotten it from a
retailer at $7.257

Mr, GARLAND. The object is to show that somebody ap-
pointed by this Democratic administration apparently has been
in the habit of selling to the Government hardware material at
about 200 per cent above the retail cost price. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

By unanimous consent, Mr. GARLANp was granted leave fo
revise and extend his remarks in the Recorp,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle-
man from Wyoming [Mr. Mo~NDELL].

Mr, MONDELIL. Mr. Chairman, when the Secretary of the
Treasury suggested to us some time ago that the deficit at the
end of the current fiseal year would be something over two
and a half billions of dollarg I think he did not have in mind
that the deficiency estimates were going to pour in the way they
have been coming. We have before us a bill carrying $88,-
000,000, I believe, reduced by $29,000,000 below the amount of
the estimates, for expenditures that I doubt if the Secretary
had in mind when he estimated the probable deficit at the end of
the fiscal year. I think that fo-day we will have to chalk down
another sum of nearly $90,000,000 as an increase of the war
overhang at the end of the present fiscal year. It is facts like
these that compel the continued discussion of economy.

Why, I understand that certain gentlemen are insistent that
this bill, large as it is, shall be inecreased by about $10,000,000
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for the purpose, as I understand it—and a laudable purpose in
a way and from one standpoint—of keeping certain people em-
ployed on Government work. In other words, locally and in
administration circles generally there is a plan and purpose to
continue public expenditures indefinitely along the same lines
and in the same volume that they were carried on during the
war. In these days, when we are hearing from innumerable
sources of the alleged inadequate salaries and wages that the
Federal Government is paying, there is nothing so painful, ap-
parently, as the separation of one of these inadequately compen-
sated people from the public erib,

Mr, FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Last year it was thought that four and a haif
billions would take care of the expenditures of this year be-
cause of an overhang from the war. Now we have the sugges-
tion that next year it will be four and a half billions, and that
means we are to have a permanent outlay of four and'a half
times what we had before the war?

Mr. MONDELL. It means we are to have that much of an
outlay and a billion or two more unless this Congress takes the
‘position that the Ameriean people will not stand it. [Applause.]

I am not privileged to mention what was said at a conference
held this morning in the Speaker’s room with the Assistant
Secretary of the Treasury—the Secretary being unable to be
present, as he was in attendance on his last Cabinet meeting—
and the chairman of the Federal Reserve Board, there being
present besides the Speaker, the majority and minority leaders,
the chairman, and the ranking member of the minority, of the
Commnrittee on Ways and Means, the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, and the members of the steering com-
mittee—I am not privileged to say what those gentlemen said to
us. They emphasized certain facts, patent to all, who study
the financial eondition of the country in a way to make them
very clear. The problem of financing the war did not end with
the signing of the armistice nor were all our problems met dur-
ing the war, when in the spirit of patriotic enthusiasm any-
thing could be accomplished. We have had trying problems
since the close of the war. We are still confronted with them
when, with the outside world, the European part of it, on the
verge of bankruptey, we are trying to take up the war over-
hang, reduce the tremendous war expenditures, and save the
financiers of the country in these days of peace from the finan-
cial disaster that, thanks to the patriotism of the country, did
not seriously threaten during the period of the war.

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. It is the easiest thing in the world——

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield
to the gentleman from Washington?

Mr. MONDELL. In just a moment.

It will be the easiest thing in the world for this Congress to
respond to demands made upon it here and there and elsewhere
for appropriations and bond issues that would bring the Treas-
ury of the country perilously near a condition of insolvency,
and in doing that to send into political oblivion the men and
the party responsible for it.

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. I yield.

Mr. GARD. Does the gentleman infend to enlighten us as
to the additional item to be added to this bill costing $10,000,0007

Mr. MONDELL. I think it has to do with navy yards and
repairs to ships in navy yards. But the gentleman will be fully
enlightened ; at least, he will hear much in regard to it, I
presume, when the item is reached.

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will not permit a rule to
come in making it in order, I will save him any trouble about it,
because I am going to make a point of order against it.

Mr. MILLER. The gentleman is referring to the construction
and repair in 1920 of the war vessels of the United States in the
$10,000,000 item?

Mr. MONDELL, T understand it has to do with the repair
of naval vessels. I am not discussing it. I do not pretend to
be informed in detail in regard to it. I simply referred to it as
one of the additional demands.

Mr. MILLER. I wish to say to the gentleman——

Ar. MONDELL. I have no time to discuss the merits of the
item, and I am not doing it. It will be discussed. It doubtless
has some merif, or otherwise no one, I trust, wonld be for it.
The question is whether it is essential and whether the welfare
of the people demands that we shall do it now.

He who preaches economy has the approval of everyone, but
he who attempts to put economy into effect is likely to be very
unpopular. In my reiterated insistence upon the practice of
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economy In Government expenditures I find that I have the
support, in principle, of almost everybody, but in endeavoring
to apply the principles of economy to the specific propositions
presented to Congress I have the unpleasant experience of en-
countering one after another the opposition of those who are
favorable to the particular expenditure on which we are attempt-
ing to economize.

Notwithstanding all this, our duty is perfectly plain. With
nine billions of estimated obligation and expenditure and six
billions of estimated revenue, and with the probability that the
obligations and expenditures have been underestimated and the
income overestimated, whatever else we would like to do, there
is only one thing that we ean do, and that is economize.

May I be allowed to again emphasize the fact that in report-
ing our appropriation bills we must reduce the estimates as
they appear in the Book of Estimates at least a billion or a
billion and a quarter dollars. With this reduction we shall not
escape serious consequences if, over and above and beyond the
estimates totaling nine billions, we shall make vast expenditures.

A special effort is being made to pledge the country to a
system of universal compulsory military training. I am not
proposing at this time to discuss the merits of such a system.
It is my duty to subject it to the analysis of cost. If the Amer-
ican people now, or at any time in the future, want such a sys-
tem, that is for them to determine; but no man in a position
of responsibility at this time is performing his duty to his
country who does nof frankly acknowledge the cost of any
program he proposes, and no man responsible in any way for
expenditures is performing his duty who does not correct mis-
statements which are made as to the cost of programs proposed.

I have been very much surprised to hear, from sources that
ought to be well informed, the very extraordinary statement
that a system of universal, compulsory, military training can
be put in operation in the United States for $125,000,000. The
man or the organization that makes such a statement as that is
either lamentably ignorant or willfully misstates the fact, and
the computation of the cost of such a system is so simple that
there is no excuse for a misstatement of the facts.

The fact is that a system of universal, compulsory military
training could not be inaugurated in America and operated for
the first year for less than $1,000,000,000, and could not be ecar-
ried on thereaffer for less than $700,000,000 per annum, and
these figures are conservative and based upon facts so well known
that the least-informed citizen may readily grasp them.

A system that would call for the training of all of the able-
bodied, physieally fit youth of the country of a given age—be it
18, 19, or 20, or whatever age selected—would apply to at least
800,000 men. That would be about the number after all the
physically unfit had been excused. If 25 per cent, or 1 man
in 4, of these physically fit youths were excused for one reason
or another, it would still leave 600,000 men for training.

Under most of the plans proposed the actual training period
would be four months, Adding to this 30 days in which to call,
assemble, and transport the men to be trained to the training
camps, and another 30 days as the least time in which they
could be disbanded and transported to their homes, we have
a period of six months during which upward of 600,000 men
would be clothed, fed, cared for, transported, and trained at the
expense of the Federal Government.

Mr. OLNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. MONDELL. Very briefly.

Mr. OLNEY. You do not really believe that it would take 30
days before and after training to organize and to dismember
these camps?

Mr. MONDELL. I do. The gentleman lives in a very small
State. You can travel across it in a very brief time, But this
is a very large country. [Applause.] By the time you took a
man from a mountain village in Wyoming, or even a village in
northern Maine, or from a seacoast fown on the western or .
southern coast and assembled him with his neighbors at some
central point, and transported them to the proper place of train-
ing, and organized them for training, all of 30 days would have
been consumed. But let us not spend time over trifling details.
It is the question of what it will cost that I am talking about.
[Applause.] It might be only 29 days, but the difference in the
cost would be infinitesimal,

Mr, LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield,
just for a question?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. The gentleman said it was a question of
what it will cost. Am I to understand that everything from
now on is to be measured in this House from the standpoint of
what it will cost, or will it be measured from the standpoint of
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what will be the merit and advantage to the American people?
[Applause.]

Mr, MONDELL. The gentleman can argue this universal
military training proposition as long as he wants to from the
standpoint of advantage, but my purpose just now is to chal-
lenge attention to what it will cost. Evidently the gentleman
does not want the people to know what it will cest, for fear if
they knew what it wounld cost they might not want to embark on
it at this time.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman—

Mr, OLNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, MONDELL. No: I can not yield further. I am discuss-
ing what it will cost just now, and I shall be glad to discuss
other phases of it with the gentleman from Maryland at some
other time. Let us count the cost, because there have been more
misstatements made about the cost of this thing than about
anything that I know of, men who ought to know better, mem-
bers of orzanizations that ought to be informed, have been trying
to hoodwink the American people into believing that for a mere
pittance, for a few million dellars, you can transport the able-
bodied young men of this country, 600,000 or 700,000 cr $00,000
of them, and put them into camp and train them for several
months for a measly sum of money.

1f it is a good thing—and I am not arguing that point—if it is
a good thing, let us have it, but let us know what it is going to
cost. [Applause.] Let us know about it in these days when we
arc warned as to the condition of the Treasury. If the deficit is
to be increased, let us know how much and inquire where the
money is to come from? If gentlemen in advocating these
plans will propose a tax on the American people that will meet
the ecost, whatever it is, then they will at least be making their
plea from a sound financial basis. But when gentlemen proceed
on the theory that it is not going to cost much of anything and
that what little it does cost you can pick off the bushes, why,
men who have a sense of responsibility have reason to protest-

The present cost per man of the Military Establishment of the
United States averages approximately $2,000 per annum. As-
suming, for the sake of argument, that it would cost no more
per man for the men in training than for the men in the Regular
Military Establishment and the minimum cost for the minimum
number of men which a universal training system would involve,
with the exceedingly liberal provision of 25 per cent of the able-
bodied men excused, would be, for 600,000 men, $600,000,000.
If fewer men were excused, the cost would be more: Every item
of the cost of men in training, with the possible exception of the
itern of pay, would be higher than the corresponding cost of a
man in the Regular Establishment. That would be due to the
fact that, in the first instance, there would be the cost of as-
sembling, a cost that dces not occur in the Regular Establish-
ment; the cost of transportation to and from the training
grounds and from one fraining ground to another as the men
were given a variety of training, greatly in excess of the average
cost of transportation in the Regular Establishment.

The clothing cost would exceed an average six months' cost
for the Regular Establishment, because the men would have to
be fully equipped at the outset, furnished with a variety of train-
ing uniforms, and unquestionably they would be given a prac-
tically new outfit on their reiurn home. The troops in training
would have to be at least as well fed and housed and cared for
fis the men of the Regular Establishment. As a matter of fact,
these items would all of them be higher than the average cost for
the same purposes in the Regular Establishment.

In order to prevent epidemies among large bodies of young
men suddenly brought together from homes all over the country
it would be necessary to have extraordinary medical and hos-
pital facilities. This and the cost of the maintenance of bar-
racks and quarters, instead of being spread over a period of a
year, would be concentrated in the training period of six months.

© In the matter of officers it would take guite as many, and
in all probability many more, in proportion to the number
of men than would be required for regular troops, for the
entire period would be one of travel, organization, intensive
training—physical, military, educational; a period of intense
aetivity,. There would be the cost of recreation facilities and
instruction, an item larger than for the same number of men
in the Regular Establishment.

Army officers have testified that it would cost at least
£300,000,000 to put the camps of the country in econdition for a
system of universal military training, and that it would cost
at least $60,000,000 per annum to keep these camps in condition,
The items, therefore, of a system of universal compulsory mili-
tary training, with 25 per cent of the able-bodied men excused,
would be for the first year as follows:

Enlargement, improvement, and extension of enmps___ $300, 000, 000

Assembling, transportation, egquipment, and training of
O O e T e e i e e L 600, 000, 000
Maintenance camps, one year__________ ___ _________ 60, , 000
Incidental costs, training, equipment, and material____ 40, 000, 000
Total 1, 000, 000, 000

This sum might be reduced after the first year by the
$300,000,000 used for enlargment of camps, though the proba-
bility is that other unanticipated costs would take it up.

It is true that the proponents of this plan do not anticipate
putting it in operation until the year 1821, but if put in opera-
tion in the spring of 1921 more than half of the cost for the
first year would have to be borne out of the revenues of the
year for which we are now appropriating. If such a system
was to be put in operation in 1921 the work on the camps should
begin at once, and at least $600,000,000 of the first year's
cost of $1,000,000,000 would have to be met out of the
revenues for the fiscal year for which we are now making our
calculations.

Let it be remembered that the nine billions of estimated ex-
penditures, to which I have referred, does not contain a penny
for any of this class of expenditure; that it would be in addi-
tion to all the estimates heretofore made; and that therefore
it would increase by the amount of its cost the deficit for the
next fiseal year, now estimated at $3,000,000,000. That esti-
mated deficit, even as things now stand, is a real menace. It
would be disastrous to increase it. If we are to have any more
large expenditures, gentlemen proposing them shpuld bring along
with their proposal a plan of additional taxes to pay the cost.
That is the only safe way, and if this system must be put into
effect additional taxes should be levied to provide for it.

The fact is that this whole question of training should be left
for settlement next year. We have over 4,000,000 trained men
now. We are passing through the most trying financial period
of the war, though the armistice was signed considerably more
than a year ago. We are entering upon the financial period that
is going to determine whether or no, having piled up a national
debt of $26,000,000,000, having an unbonded overhang of §3,000,-
000,000, we are to pursue a policy which will bring us gafely
through the period of war financing, or a policy under which,
a year and a half after the war is over, we are to be engulfed in
financial difficulties which we happily escaped during the period
of conflict.

I have discussed this from the standpoint of economy. Gen-
tlemen may argue it from other standpoints as they desire.
The first essential fact is how much is it going to cost; for if we
have not the money we can not undertake it, be it ever so desir-
able. We can console ourselves with the fact that we have
4,000,000 splendidly trained young men in the country, and,
thank God, there is no present menace to the Republic. [Ap-
plause.] And furthermore, camps and cantoninents can be
built or enlarged another year as well or better than they can
this. Let us take plenty of time to think about this matter, to
talk about it, and determine upon it. We can not well begin to
do that until we have corrected the errors of the professional
liars who go about the country trying to make the American
people believe that you can have an enormous institution of this
kind for the sum of money that would buy a child’s box of toy
tin soldiers. [Applause.]

There are many plans of training, some of which might meet
the approval of all the American people. I am talking of the
universal compulsory plan that is now proposed, and it is my
duty to call attention to what it will cost. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. .

Mr., GOOD. I yield 45 minutes to the gentleman from Sonth
Dakota [Mr. Jouxsox].

Mr. JOHANSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, because of
the ignorance or negligence, or because of the willful disregard
of the laws of the United States by Carter Glass, the Secretary
of the Treasury, or Rupert Blue, Surgeon General of the United
States, sick and wounded American soldiers of the war with
Germany are to-day not receiving treatment guaranteed them
by the law, or are receiving treatment that can not be justified
by anyone who has any regard for the well-being of the men
who fought to maintain the country.

In Chicago, on January 15 last, American soldiers who had
been seriously wounded, who had been and ought to be receiv-
ing treatment for their wounds, were requested to leave the
hospital and discontinue treatment, in order that other men in
more serious conditions might take their beds in the hospital.

In other words, after having volunteered to figzht the war
against Germany and having been seriounsly wounded, they were
again, on January 15 last, at the Marine Hospital and the South
Side Hospital in Chicago, asked to volunteer to leave those
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hospitals and discontinue the treatments which are necessary
for them.

In the hospitals in Chicago at the same time—and I believe
in other hospitals in the United States—men who were wounded
and ill by reason of their hardships in France are placed in
crowded quarters, with insuflicient air capacity. Wounded and
sick men in these same hospitals are compelled to do what little
vocational work they are able to do in bathrooms.

In these same hospitals men who have been gassed are guar-
tered in dark hallways where no ray of sunlight has been or
ever will be permiited to enter, and this in spite of the fact
that since March 3, 1919, £9,500,000 of money have been avail-
able and could and should have been nsed.

If this condition is permitted to exist for a few months more
there will be thousands of wounded and sick American soldiers
who need treatment and will be unable to secure it. In my
opinion thousands of them will die, and the persons responsible
for those deaths will be the men I have mentioned, or some of
them, because Congress has performed its duty in appropriat-
ing the necessary funds, while they have not performed theirs
in expending them.

All this in spite of the direct promise of this Government
when, in section 302, paragraph 3, chapter 105, Fortieth Statutes
at Large, page 406, in the war-risk act, it was stated :

In addition to the compensation above provided, the i
ghall be furnished I.lg :hepUnited States st?chvreagmfalfle njg\lr':snnli‘:;)staa!;
medical, surgical, and hospital services and with such supplies, including
artificlal limbs, trusses, and similar appliances, as the director may
determine to be useful and reasonably necessary.

This solemn promise was made by the American Government
at the time these boys volunteered for service, and the faect
that the promise has been broken and violated is the darkest
blot upon this administration and the men responsible for the
execution of the laws of the United States.

There can not be any valid reason for this neglect of the
soldiers of our Army, and if the conditions continue to exist
in spite of the laws of the country, of the publicity given to the
facts, it will be necessary for some Member of Congress to
try to secure action through the one remedy that is left, which
is impeachment,

I doubt if there is a Member of Congress who could have
believed, up to the present time, that public officials, charged
with the duty of taking care of these wounded soldiers, would
be so negligent of their duties as the facts show that they are
and have been. I know that I would not have deemed it pos-
sible, and in the beginning learned of the facts largely through
accident.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman speaks of their having suf-
ficient money. I was of that opinion also until I read this bill
and saw a deficiency appropriation of half a million dollars
carried for this particular work. I was wondering why it was
necessary to carry a deficiency appropriation if they have the
money already.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. It is because of the fact
that we appropriated for the Speedway Hospital in Chicago
and instructed the Secretary of the Treasury to take it over,
which would give 2,500 beds. Instead of complying with that
mandatory aet of Congress they maneuvered around with the
plans month after month and then requested, as I remember it,
about 26 additional buildings for which they desired an appro-
priation before they spend the money that we have already
appropriated. 1 trust I have made it clear. If not, I will make
it clear later.

Mr. GARNER. Then the genileman’s eriticism is based upon
ihe so-called Chicago hospital transaction?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. Absolutely not. We ap-
propriated $9,500,000 on March 3, 1919, for additional beds for
wounded soldiers, and not one additional bed has ever been
put in since that date, and that money has not been expended
and is lying there and could be expended.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee,

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. If the condition is such as the
gentleman describes, can the gentleman state why his party,
constituting as they do a majority of the Committee on Appro-
priations, have actually cut the estimates in this deficiency bill
of $1,000,000 for hospital construction down to $500,000.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I ean not answer that ques-
tion, because I am not familiar with this bill; but it may be
because of the faet that the Surgeon General has asked for an
appropriation of $85,000,000 for additional hospital facilities
which he said were not necessary on June 24 last, and because

of the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury in submitting
the request of the Surgeon General said he could not tell whether
the money was necessary or not. In other words, the Surgeon
General under the Treasury Department asked for a certain
sum of money. Then the Secretary of the Treasury says he has
no method of determining whether or not the Surgeon General
states the fact correctly.

On December 7, 1919, at the request of Hon. Peter .
Dougherty, former Assistant Attorney General, and railroad
commissioner of the State of South Dakota, I went to an Army
hospital at Fort Sheridan to see his son, expecting to find happy,
contented, and well-treated men, with the small proportion of
malcontented and cbjectors that are found in every unit of every
army, regardless of the treatment the men receive. But on
that trip to Fort Sheridan on that day I saw 60 men who were
not fed and many others who could not secure sufficient food,
and at that time I wired the Secretary of War as follows:

At General Hospital 28, Fort Sheridan, to-day I personally saw man
men who could not secureé any dinner and number of patients who ha
very short rations. At least 60 men were not fed. These are all
wounded men who have seen active service in Franee and need the best
of food and must receive it. I request that the inspector general con-
duct an investigation to determine who is rosgonsible for this condition
and see that whoever is responsible be punished. Any of the enlisted
men there ean furnigh the testimony.

The Secretary of War did send an inspector general to this
hospital to investigate from December 11 to December 16, 1919,
and that Army officer made a report from which I shall quote,
and I quote from it not only to prove my statements but to prove
them by the department itself.

Personally, I have been extremely eareful in making charges
against men connected with the departments, because it is
extremely easy to take the floor of the House and to make ex-
travagant charges against men who can not reply. And in
making a complaint I have tried to submit names, dates, and
facts, so that verification would be easy,

In reference to this complaint, Col. R. G. Peck, of the Inspec-
tor General's Department, reported, in part, as follows:

The dinner service commenced at 11.30 a. m. About 12 o'clock some
80 to §0 patients in the north mess hall were unable to get any meat,
as the supply had become exhausted. There is no evidence to indicate
that more timn six of these men reported the matter to the mess
officer or noncommissioned officer in charge of the mess hall. The latter,
when he observed some disturbance among the patients and found that
it was due to the fact that there was no more meat available, failed to
assure the soldiers that if they remained guiet and seated he would see
io it that they were provided with ample meat. Instead of giving
them this assurance, he went to the kitchen for the purpose of ascer-
taining the canse for the exhaustion of the meat supply. During this
time some of the patients left the mess hall. Night of them returned
to thelr wards and reported the incident to Lieut. Col. C. W. Haver-
camp, Medical Corps, who immediately got into communication with the
mess officer, who arranged for these men to return to the mess hall and
have a substitute meat served to them. This was done, and the men
reported to Llent. Col. Havercamp that they had been satisfied. All
men who waited in the mess hall or who returned to the mess hall were
served from one to three steaks each in about 15 minutes after the
mess officer and mess sergeant had been informed that the pork chops
had run out.

Mr. KREIDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will yield to the gen-

eman.

Mr. KREIDER. I wish to suggest that there is no lack of
hospitals in the Army ; there never has been a time when one-
half of the Army hospitals have been filled or the beds occupied.
The trouble is a fight between the War Department and the
Treasury Department, under whose auspices the Public Health
Service is supposed to operate. It refuses to accept hospitals
and materials offered by the War Department.

In spite of the millions that have been spent, there are Army
hospitals where the sun does not shine, and it is due to the
antagonistic feeling that exists between the departments in
the present administration. A better hospital, a more sanitary
one, never has been built, a hospital that has been passed upon
by the War Department, by the architects, and by the physi-
cians; and yet the soldiers are obliged to go without treatment
beeause some bulletheaded official refuses to accept the iden of
a common, ordinary, sensible being to equip the hospital.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. That matter I will come to
a little later.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. 1 will yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. Surely the gentleman from South Dakota
has not forgotten the fact that the President of the United
States was forced to veto a bill and send it back to this House
because he said that we had not given sufficient money to do
the very thing which the gentleman from South Dakota now
complaing of. The gentleman will remember that this side of
the House tried to add $4,000,000 to the bill, and the gentleman's
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side of the House defeated us each time, as the record will
show.

Mr., JOHNSON of South Dakota. If I remember correctly,
the gentleman is mistaken; that was for voeational training.

AMr. BLANTON. It was for the rehabilitation of the soldiers
of the land.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. It was not for hospitals.

The officer of the day, Capt. Charles O. Latham, Medical
Corps, while making his prescribed inspection of the mess, dis-
covered that the meat component had become exhausted, and
took no action other than to bring the matter to the atfention
of the commanding officer the following morning in a written
report covering his tour of duty. He made no inquiries as to
whether more meat was to be served amd did not report the
incident to the mess authorities. Capt. Latham heard the men
pound on the table with their dishes and call for more meat, but
he did not consider it of sufficient importance to take any action
other than that above mentioned. He stated that there was
plenty of other food, and that is was unnecessary for anyone
to leave the mess hall hungry. The mess sergeant stated that
as soon as he was informed of the shortage he ordered 100
pounds ¢f beefsteak to be prepared. Tle then went to the mess
hall and informed the men who had not received meat to
- remain quiet and seated and assured them they would receive
all the meat they wished. He also went through the corridors
and announced to the men whom he found there that if any of
them failed to receive meat they should go to the mess hall
where ample would be served,

In addition to this report the eolonel arrived at the follow-
ing conclusions and submitted them to the Secretary of War:

The inspector found a nomber of unsntisfactor{ conditions at
General Hospital No. 28, with particular reference to the condition
of enamel ware In use in the mess and to the uncleanly and untidy
conditlon of the kitchens and mess halls. He also received com-
plaints bearing upon umnsatisfactory food conditions at the hospital
Naot only were such complaints received from enlisted men but from
nurses a8 well. In fact, the complaints of the latter were the
strongest, the principal one being that the food Is cold when served.
A list of all of these irregularities and deficiencies was furnished
by the inspector to the commanding officer of the hospital.

And from those conclusions he made the following recoms-
mendations:

3 ficer of day is required to i
nl]ltm!:a:fl'; ?1?:131“?‘;!% ;I;th&:s‘tm Jﬁethe:cgl dae; %lgetheymﬂe:%s. this dum
been, in many instances, but perfunctorily performed, if at all. The
inspector found that the temporary officers assigned to General Hospital
No. 258 are practieally worthless, as far as administration Is concerned.
They are not interested in their work and have been disciplined from
time to time. The failure of the officer of the day to take immediate
and pruper corrective mensures on Sunday, December T, is tyfiesl of a
lack of judgment, inteliigence, and initlative In the matter of insuring
proper conditions in the mess.

1 shall net attempt to dispute any part of the Inspector Gen-
eral’'s report, because he admits the truth of the complaint, and
has, in my opinion, attempted to remedy the situation. But
when I can find, on a casual visit, that a condition of this kind
could exist in an Army hospital, and men who testify it was of
common oceurrence, there is something wrong.

Since that time I have gone through other Army hospitals
with a photographer, and I make the statements made at the
beginning of these remarks, with the photographs and evidence
to prove them.

The photograph, which I have marked No. 1, is a photograph
of a little 10-foot square bathroom at a Marine hospital at 4133
Clarendon Avenue, Chicago, which is the only place that the
patients there can have to make baskets or lamps or do the
other werk that men want to do to keep time from hanging too
heavily on their hands. In that bathroom 10 men are sunposed
to work, and it would be crowded if 3 men were there at one
time. The men in this picture are James E. Blackstone, of the
Black Watch, British, sent there by the British consul, and
Charles Haas, who saw service at Camp Gordon, and who resides
at 153 Iustitute Place, Chicago.

It is an outrage that the 150 men in this hospital are, because
of the neglect of the high officials of this Government, not given
a place and opportunity to do what little work they can and
want to do.

Picture No. 2 is a dark hallway in the officers’ quarters in
the Marine Hospital, and in the bed is Harry Flemming, Company
D, One hundred and twenty-ninth Infantry, of the Thirtieth
Division, who resides at No. 30 South Lincoln Street, Aurora, I1l.,
in the district of Representative Coprey. Harry Flemming, this
soldier, was gassed in the Argonne, and so badly gassed that he

needs treatment to-day, more than a year after the armistice.
The presumption is always raised in the minds of every doctor
and of every man who saw gas or its effects that a man's lungs
are affected, and it is an outrage that, because of the negligence
or hard-heartedness of the high officials of the Government serv-
ice that I have named, that this boy is compelled fo lie there

day after day and hour after hour in this hallway, where no ray
of sunlight ever has or ever will be permitted to enfer, with the
continual hurly-burly of a hespital hall to keep him awake or
disturb him,

And T think Harry Flemming was taking his medicine like a
good soldier, without complaint, perhaps not realizing that he
was entitled to better treatment than that which he was
receiving, and perhaps believing that the treatment meted out
to him in France as an enlisted man is a criterion of what
would be given him in this country as a ecivilian.

I wish that Newton D. Baker or Carter Glass or Rupert Blue,
or the one of them that iIs responsible for the fact that not one
dollar of the appropriation that we have made has heen ex-
pended since March 3, 1919, for new hospital buildings, or who
is responsible for the faet that not onec single bed has been
added to our hospital facilities since that appropriation has
been made, would justify the placing of this gassed boy in this
hallway or would justify the fact that the money we have
appropriated has not been expended.

I should like to have one of them, or whichever one is respon-
sible, say that the deaths that will come from this treatment
will not be directly chargeable to the men who do not expend
the money.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. ,(Will the géntleman yield?

Mr., JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

. Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The gentleman does not
meag to say that a dollar has not been spent on these hos-
pitals?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. Not for new hospitals.

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. The gentleman is mistaken.
The records of the Publie Iealth Service will show that the
gentleman is not correct.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. ANDREWR of Nebraska. The hearings before the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds show that the Speed-
way Hospital could have been completed in 60 days, furnishing
2,000 beds, but not a single thing has been done to forward the
work for over six months, and a special statute had to be
enacted in order to stir them up.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. So far as the special
statute declared, $3,000,000 should be spent on the condition
that the contractor would accept the contract and specifications,
but to-day the contractor is refusing to sign the agreement to
complete the eontract for $3,000,000.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota.
yield further.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I challenge that statement.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. In picture No. 3 is Frank
Hoppe, of 1003 North Lincoln Street, Chicago. This picture
shows four beds in another dark hallway in the Marine Hos-
pital in Chicago. Every patient, every doctor, every nurse
that walks back and forth from one part of this hospital to the
other must pass directly by the four beds. The other three men
are able to walk around and get a little fresh air, but although
I was there in the middie of the day I know that the only light
that Frank Hoppe receives he gets from the eleetric light,
which is directly over his head. And if that is any way to take
care of a patient in any hospital in the world I do not know it.

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. In regard to this picture of the dark hall-
way, it does not show that it was taken by any flashlight, so it
seems that the dark hallway was light enough to have the
photograph taken.

Myr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. The gentleman is mistaken
it was taken by a flashlight. I was standing there when the
picture was taken. [Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON. It does not show in the picture,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Daketa. I will tell the gentleman
and that will settle it.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Does the gentleman from Texas expect
that the picture would show the flashlight itself?

Mr. BLANTON. Usually they do. [Laughter.]

AMr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Picture No. 4 shows ward O
of the Marine Hospital aforesaid, and is a good ward as wards
go, except for the fact that it is overcrowded and the men there
do not receive the air they need; but taking picture No. J in
connection with No. 4, you will find a situation that every red-
blooded man in the United States would resent, because No. 5
shows a small alcove running out of No. 4, where venereal men
suffering from loathsome diseases are kept in immediate proxim-
ity to men who have been wounded and are ill

Again, this little alcove with only three beds in it was, at
the time I was in Chicago, the only place in that hospital that

Mr. Chairman, I ean not
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lLiad been set aside for influenza patients—a flood of which
were expected—and it was taken away from them and turned
over to these men suffering from infectious diseases,

The hospital numbers of the men to whom I refer are 10009,
11040, and 12165. I do not care to state their names.

Since the day I was there they have had 70 influenza cases
in this hospital with three deaths, and there is absolutely no
way to segregate those patients who were suffering from in-
fluenza,

The mixing of these two classes of patients may be justified
by Cabinet officers, but I think they would resent it if one of
their sons were compelled to live in the same ward with anyone
suffering from any disease of this kind.

Picture No. 6 shows ward No. 505 at Public Health Hospital
No. 2, at 4659 Drexel Boulevard, Chicago. This ward has a
eapacity of 9 beds, but at the present time there are 20 beds
with 20 patients in this small space. At the present time in
that hospitol there are over 100 beds more than regunlations
provide for, and unless some provision is made at once there
will be thousands of boys in that section of the United States
who can not receive any treatment.

No. T is a typical ward at this hospital. It has a capacity
of T0 patients and 80 or 85 beds. The men with wheel chairs,
who are living in that ward, can hardly make their way up
and down the corridors between the beds. None of them are
objecting to the treatment, because they happen to be in a hos-
pital that is as well condueted, I think, as any hospital in the
United States, and by as good a man as there is in the United
States. And they know that faet and do not make complaint.

When I found these terrible conditions existing I commenced
to make Inquiry as to why the money Congress appropriated on
March 3, 1019, was not expended, and there seems to be no valid
reason,

In Publie, No. 326, of the Sixty-fifth Congress, on page 2, I
find that the Secretary of the Treasury was instructed to take
over a hospital which was being built in Chieago, known as the
Broad View Hospital; that the Secretary failed to comply with
this law ; and that in July, 1919, he was instructed to acquire it;
and on December 24, 1919, again instructed to acquire it. I
find that the Surgeon General a few months ago—to be exact,
the 24th of June, 1919—stated that the Broad View Hospital
was too large for hospital purposes. And yet on Deeember 17
of last year he comes before the Public Buildings and Grounds
Committee and asks for $85,000,000. Personally I should be in
favor of giving him twice $85,000,000 if it was necessary, but
when you find that on March 3, 1919, we gave him $9,500,000,
none of which has apparently been expended, it seems it Is
useless to appropriate money.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. With reference to this Broad View Hos-
pital, does the gentleman know that right now the Bureau of
Fublic Health Service is refusing to go ahead with this proposi-
tion in Chicago, and that the Becretary of the Treasury is
refusing to go ahead with the proposition, and that they are
dillydallying for the purpose of getfing rooms for attendants
and nurses and doctors, instead of getting rooms for soldiers?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Daketa. I will say to the gentle-
man that not only am I familiar with that, but at the present
time the commandant of the two hospitals in Chicago has been
requested to make a report upon the advisability of expending
$800,000 for an old hotel building, which is shown in this pic-
ture, with the idea of making that a hospital—the most absurd
thing that has ever been conceived by any public official.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I know that the gentle-
man would not want to misstate the facts. The gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Cur~perom] who just spoke, when the Speedway
Hogspital matter was up, told me in reply to my question that
he would never ask for an appropriation of an additional dellar
for that hospital.

Mr, CHINDBLOM. And he is not asking for it, but simply
asking that——

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I refuse to be interrupted
by the gentleman—and the fact is that the Secretary of the
Treasury is writing a letter to Congress advising the Congress
that while that law directed him to sign the contract with the
Shank Co. for an expenditure for the construction of this hos-
pital not to exceed $3,000,000—and he stated he is ready to do
it—the contractor refuses to sign the contract unless he is
given permission to charge an amount over and above $3,000,-

sign, and the Secretary refuses,

&}Daand that the Secretary under the law possibly can not do
a
Mr, JOHNSON of South Daketa.

i I must disagree very radi-
cally with the gentleman.

The facts are that they are ready to

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Will the gentleman say
that I am not correct in saying that the aet provides that he
shall do it, provided the amount does not exceed $3,000,0007

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I think the gentleman is
correct in that statement, but why does he not do it?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Because the contractor re-
fuses to sign that contract, and the Secretary of the Treasury
has put it up to him time and again.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I must disagree with the
genfleman, and state that the contracters, Shank & Co., have gone
to the Secretary of the T day after day and urged him
to sign that contract, and instead of doing that lie writes notes
to Congress.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes,

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. And I want to reaffirm the
statement just made by the gentleman from South Dakota, that
the contractor has again and again expressed his readiness to
sign for the $3,000,000, and that the department refuses to act.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I believe that the figures
will show that we will need 30,000 beds within the next two years
for men who suffered by reason of this war.

In the office of the Surgeon General they tell me that there will
be T,448 mental and nervous cases in Illinois, Michigan, and
Wisconsin, and 3,640 tubercular cases, and I believe the fizures
are correct. But they could come in with cleaner hands if they
would give the reason for the direct refusal to comply with the
mandatory acts of Congress ordering them to take over this
great Broad View Hospital, which would have given 2,500 more
beds months ago.

I know very little concerning the facts of the Broad View
Hospital ex¢ept as I have discovered them from official docu-
ments. But from reading the hearings before the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds of the Senafe of the third session
of the Sixty-fifth Congress, from reading hearing No. 13 of the
hearings before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds
of the House of this session, I can not escape the conclusion that
men highly connected with the present administration have re-
fused to build and accept this hospital because of some personal
feeling toward Mr, Edward Hines, who lives in Chicago, or some
one connected with him.

The Inspector General of the Army says affirmatively that
the building of this hospital will cost Mr. Hines or his associates
$750,000, and when I find that they will not accept that con-
tribution there must be something radically wrong. That state-
ment is found on page 1088 of the hearings before the Senate
committee and is as follows: .

That the ecarr cut of the 8 wa T
Shank Co. and cEed by Mr. Edgre:.rdcl ﬁ!npe:jielf:n?\? ranpw obi.'s‘r c?n?-
tribution by these interests of an amount apprc:hnntelé.esﬁo,oﬂﬂ.

Was

That the purpose of Mr. Hines in furthering the pro; triotl
and comlgeg,iahla one of providing a g penjtfct roog

modern,
lace of the tem - DOn roof structures utilized

mlommﬁﬂg for that pnr%ﬁo‘;ew generously 11151r ired by the ‘1‘053 of h?;
son, Lieut. Edward Hines, who dled in the gervice after three months
In a hospital in France., That Mr. George H. Shanlk, president of the
Shank Co., is enfitled to share with Mr. Hines in the credit of the
undertaking, for the proposal included no remuneration in any form to
B e Falarth ity covgo By M. Bt ta thaon 1 phootiats o His
interest in the ngagergmi‘:fe loss on the Investment Ey reason of the
ertaking.
I happen to have no personal interest in Chicago and no in-
terest in anyone connected with Chicago, except as I would have
the same inferest in anyone in the United States, but when I
read this record and find that Edward Hines, because of the
fact that he Iost a son in the service, has been willing to suffer a
loss of three-quarters of a million dollars of his own money to
insure that the comrades of his son, who saw service in France,
may have hospital treatment, and that he is prevented from
doing so by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the
Treasury, it shakes my faith in human nature.

That is a statement of a representative of the administration.
I find that Mr. Hines is the only millionaire in the United States
who lost a son in this war, and he is willing to build a memorial
for the comrades of that son. Not only do they refuse to build
hospitals but they will not accept a hospital that a man wants
to build as a memorial to his son.

Mr, ANDREWS of Nebraska.
man yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes,

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
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Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I want to add just there that
the Surgzeon General of the Public Health Service has expressed
a willingness to accept this contract on condition that Congress
would add two millions and a half more for other buildings.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. That statement is borne
out by the record and by the documents that I have quoted.

I can not understand how any man, by reason of political or
personal dislike of any individual, would prohibit the soldiers
of the United States Army from securing the hospital facilities
that they need. The record is clear that these men have re-
fused such hospital facilities, although it does not disclose their
Teasons.

In conclusion, I can only say that the responsibility for the
deaths that come on account of lack of hospital facilities—and
such deaths are now coming—will be directly chargeable to the
men who did not proceed to spend the money we have appro-
priated in the way it was ordered to be expended, and to do it
at once. It is more cruel to cause the death of a man by depriv-
ing him of hospital facilities, whicl his condition demands, than
it is to shoot him.

I can only say that it is the daty of every Member of Congress
to investigate the hospital facilities in his own section of the
country. If these conditions which I found personally there and
which I have proved in these remarks can exist in the vicinity
of Chieago, it ought to put every American citizen on notice to
look at the hospital facilities in every other section of the
United States. [Applause.]

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire to
use three minutes in explanation of my statement with ref-
erence to the Shank contract. There certainly is no reason for
any difference as to the facts. My information came from the
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Glass. He told me that when
he attempted to comply with the act of Congress directing him
to sign the contract with Shank & Co., based on the specifica-
tions of September and October of last year, Shank & Co. refused
to sign the contract unless he would agree that in addition to
the $3,000,000 he would agree to pay to Shank & Co. a sum
representing the increase in the cost of labor and material over
and above what it was last September and October ; and that he
felt that under the provisions of the act he had no authority
to do this; that he was limited to the $3,000,000; that he was,
therefore, going to write a letter to the Congress setting forth
these facts. Personally, I have no knowledge of the facts.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota., Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Is it not true that the See-
retary of the Treasury or the Secretary of War could have
closed that contract as soon as that act became a law in March,
1919, without the expenditure of an additional dollar?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Not at all; because when
the gentlgman and I aided in passing that law, we provided that
he should close the contract provided that for the amount of
money appropriated he could build a hospital suited to the needs
of the Public Health Service. That required that the Secretary
of the Treasury first ascertain the needs of the Public Health
Service. The statement as to their needs was sent to the
Supervising Architect to determine whether or not such a
building as would answer the needs of the Public Health
Service could be constructed within the limit of cost.

Now, the gentleman knows, too, that in June last, as the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] showed on this floor—and I as-
sisted him in showing it—we had more beds than we needed.
Bince that time the demand for beds has increased more than
they ever anticipated, and, of course, the gentleman is entirely
wrong in his statement that under that act they have not spent
a dollar, because in the hearings, if he will turn to page 704, if
he wants information on the subject, he will find a detailed list
of the hospitals taken over and the number of beds in each. It
will be enlightening.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from South
Carolina has expired.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I am
going to use two minutes more of my time.

Now, on page 704, the gentleman will find in the statement of
Dr. Stimpson, in response to a question of Mr. Goop as to whether
or not he had taken over the seven hospitals involved in the
act of March 13, to which the gentleman from South Dakota
referred, the following:

Did you take over those seven hospitals?
Dr. StTiapsoN. Yes; we took over 2?‘0 hospitals altogether from the

Arimy, of which 17 are now being operated.
The Cmaimymax, Have you a list of those hospitals for the record?
Dr. 8TimrsoN. Yes; I will put a list in the record.

(The list referred to is as follows:)

Nuﬁbnr
Bed ca-|
Haospital. Location. pacity. paﬂ‘}:nts
Dec. 20.
Now in operation:

Joxandria.........coeninnns Alexandrig, L....veereranenss 500 .3
Bltmoee o n o o Biltmore, N. O_02 000000000 400 114
Boston (general, No. 10).....| Boston, Mass........ccccevennns 300 258
Chicago, No.2... ..| Chieago, Ill. .... 530 517
Dansville, N. ¥ Dansville, N, ¥ ... 250 1256
Camp Cod Deming, N, Mex .. 850 @
East Norfolk East Norfolk, Mass 230 4
Greenville...... .| Greenville, B.C. .... iy 800 766
New Haven. ... oo New Haven, Conn............| 470 435
Polyelinic. . -| New York City, N. Y. 4 310 252
Norfolk._ . .| Norfolk, Va_.__ 285 227
Palo Alto .| Palo Alto, Calif. 380 389
:ag};iieﬁ: gohok?ﬂ, Pl?'d" 500 28
Pe B ..| Perryville 7 100 38
Bt. Louls, NO. ... 1.vn St. P 605 325
West Roxbury....cceueee.-.| West Roxbury, Mass.......... 300 8
Markleton. ... cveeseaneasss] MATKIRLON, Pa e reeersnnssaen 250 ™

Closad:
Camp Logan..... Houston, Tex.. 850 |.
Camp Hancock... ..| Augusts, Ga... . x
Camp Johnston. ............ Jacksonville, Fla.............. 830 |.
t Above capacity. *Just being opened. 3 Just opened.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota.
right there?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I can not until I give you
these lists. I can not add rapidly enough fo tell you the total
number of beds offhand.

Then, in addition to that, the chairman asked whether or not
he had a statement showing the amount expended on each of
these hospitals. He replied that he had. Then he went on to
show the status of the money spent. Of the appropriation for
$750,000, the expenditures authorized were $471.186, and the
amounts allotted for expenditures were $200987, leaving a
balance of $77,826. That list follows:

Status of appropriation, §750,000, ca authorized under public act 326, for
construction work to he undertaken at projects transferred from Army,
Navy, or other departments, and for items estismated for the continua-
tion of activitics mentioned in section 2 of the above-mentioned act, as
of Dec. 26, 1915,

Will the gentleman yield

Unex- FEstimated
Project. Allotted. |Authorized nded future re-
otment. | quiraments.
Technical SeIvices......ceeeues $18, 500.00 | §18, 500,00
B 5,000.00 | 32, 563,49
320. 00
1,148.50 |
125.25

18,314.22

Appropriation............... Y
Expenditures suthorized. ..........
Amounts allotted for expenditure. .

77,826.18

You will find on the next page—700—of the hearings a list
of properties leased by or transferred to the Public Health
Service, for which funds were spent for alterations—a de-
tailed list, showing every place and exactly what was spent
on each building. The hearing was replete with information,
so complete, I am satisfied, that if the gentleman had seen it
he would not have made the criticism he has.

Mr. JOHNSON of Seuth Dakota. It Is true, the gentleman
will admit, the Secretary of the Treasury has not complied
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with the act of Congress ordering him to take over the Speed-
way Hospital

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Because I have told you,
and will tell you again, that the act says he can not spend over
$3,000,000, and the contractor refuses to sign unless he receives,
in addition to the $3,000,000, a sum representing the increase
in the cost of labor and material over what it was last October.
If the gentleman is authorized to speak for the contractor, I
guarantee he can sign that contract in an hour if he will sign
it without that provision,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. It would be a wonderful
thing to do.

Mr. KITCHIN. If the gentleman from South Carolina is
convinced that the Secretary's refusal to sign, the failure to
sign, is because the contractor refused to sign the contract
authorized by the law, but puts additional conditions upon him,
making additional costs, then has not the gentleman from
South Dakota very much wronged the Secretary of the Treas-

ury?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say that the con-
tractor has been ready and willing and anxious to sign. He
has had his representative before the Secretary of the Treasury
and the Secretary of War, day after day, since March, 1918.

Mr. KITCHIN. If the contractor in speaking, mot to you,
but in discussing the matter with the Secretary of the Treasury,
did refuse to sign for the $3.000,000 provided by law—the only
contract the Secretary can sign—if that be a fact, then you
have done the Secretary of the Treasury an injustice.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Noj; I have not. The gen-
tleman is proceeding along the wrong theory.

Mr. KITCHIN, The Secretary will sign if the contractor
will sign the contract for the amount provided in the act.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. He could have done that
any time sinece 1917.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. If the gentleman will put
his hand on the contractor, and he will sign a contract without
the provisions such as I have stated, requiring the payment of
mogey outside the limit of cost, the contract can be signed in
an hour.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I think the contractor is
in Chicago.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. How do you know that the
Secretary of the Treasury says what you have alleged? ;
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. According to the reports.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The Secretary of the
Treasury has explained this thing to me as I have stated, and
I know he tells the truth.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I do not think he does.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The letter of the Secretary
of the Treasury, permission for the printing of which was
granted, is as follows: #

THE SECEETARY OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, January 27, 1920,

My Dear CoNGRESSMAX : Responding a little more definitely to your
inquiry made a while ago over the phone, I desire to state that with
reasonable promptness after the approval of the act of December 24,
1919, directing the Secrelar{ucf the Treasury to sequire and complete
the Speedway Hospital main building, with five auxiliary buildings,
within the appropriation of $3.000.04}d and in aeccordance with plans
and s cations designated by the act, I directed the offices o? the
Supervising Architect of the Treasury, in conjunction with the authori-
ties of the Public Health Serviee, immediately to ri)nrepara for my signa-
ture a contract in lteral compliance with the law. The owners of
the Speedway Hmperty and the contractors, whose tentative proposals
indicated a willingness to complete the main hespital building and the
five anxllim;y buildings within the limits of the $3,000,000 appropria-
tlon, were invited to a conference at the Treasury on January 8 to
agree upon a form and the terms of a contract. No agreement was
reached at the first conference, and negotiations were resumed next day.
At these conferences it dmr{{e&ppmm that the owners of the Speed-
wiy Hospital property and contractors insisted upon relating any
contract which ghould be drawn to the old contract of the Shank Co.
proposed to be made with the War Department to meet & war emer-
geney, but rejected by that department, end which contract the Super-
vising Architect’s office insisted was neither essentlal nor adaptable to
a contract such as was contemplated by the act of December 24, 1919,

The owners of the Bpeedway igl:o;:rerty and the contractors, themselves
and. through their attorneys, insisted that a provision should be em-
bodied in the contract fix some date from which increased coatls
should be computed for all materials and labor reguired in the work,
and giving the contractors a status in the Court of Clalms, spparently
with the approval of the Treasury, to recover from the Government
any and all costs in excess of the 55,000.(}00 appropriated by Congress.
The owners of the property, the contractor, and their attorney, accord-
ing to a written x;iport of the conference furnished me, were asked the
specific question they would gell the property, complete the main
bullding, and construct the five auxiliary buildings according to the
Elana and specifications and within the $23,000,000 limitation provided

¥ law. They answ decisively in the negative,

‘When the resuit of these various negotiations was re&orted to me I
instantly gave instructions to the law department and the Supervising
Architect's office of the Treasury to immediately have prepared a con-
tract in strict compliance with the statute for the acquirement and
completion of the Speedway Hn%pltnl project, to be promptly submitted
to the owners of the property and the proposed contractors for the work.

The contract thus directed to be drawn was prepared by the architect's
oftice, nfpproved by the law officer of the department, signed by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, and submitted to the owners of the Speedwa
Hospital property and the Shank Co., contractors, on January 22, an
there the matter rests, There has not been a minute since Oor:i‘zrm
directed the purchase and completion of this enterprise under desig-
nated plans and specifications within a limit of $3,000,000 that the
Secretary of the Treasury has not been willing and anxious to execute
with the owners and contractors a contract for the proposition in literal
compliance with the statute; and of this fact the owners and contractor,
as well as their attorney, are perfectly well aware,

Replying to your inguiry as to what has been dene under the act
auth Z the appropriation of $9,000,000 for hospital purposes, as
indicated above, a $3,000,0600 contract has been p sent to
‘t:‘lic; owners and preposed contractors for the 8 way Hospiial at

cago.

2) At Dawsonsprings, Ky., plans and specificntions for a sana-
torimm with a capacity of 500 beds were submitted and bids obtained
which exceeded the limit of the authorized appropriation. These plans
were T and other bids obtained, which, I am advised, are beln
to-day considered in the architect's office. A contraet has been award
at the Dawsonsprings project for a road on a yardage basis, estl-
mated to cost $120,000, and is 66 gr cent com&leted. .

[BL In the matter of the l:osgi 1 at Norfolk, Va., n portion of the
gite has been erred by the War ent to the Treasury
rtment., The remaining portion is to be acqlulmd by condemnation,
working draw hospital are well under way.

(4) At the New York Marine Hospital a contract hns been awarded
for a kitchen and mess hall amounting to $159,902.87, leaving a bal-
ance of about 340,000 for alteration and remodeling of g and
aut%():riggdtguﬂ lati f $150,000 1 al h ital at

e appropriation o y Or A4 gener: 08! a
Corpus Christl, 120,000 has been expended In its purchase.

{6) Of the sum o btﬁ} 500,000 authorized to be exgenﬁed for the
purchase of land and buildings suitable for hospitals $4
exmnded for the purchase and remod of the b
‘Wis. ; 350,000 has been expended for the purchase an
a recelving hospital at Hudson and Jay BStreets, New York City;
slTﬁil]DO has been expended for the purchase and alteration of a small

h tal at Atlanta, Ga.; $150,000 has been expended for the purchase
and remodeling of a general hospital at Lake City, Fla. ; $36,885 has
been set de for technical ces, making a total of §1,161,885 of

e

this 383mpriation aIIuttﬁiei. leaving qinbnlt;.:ce of $338, 1:15.]101 th

750, authorized to Tem ng o ogritnla
ransferred the other departments of the Government, grin ally
the Army and Nayvy, all has been expended except §$77,826.18. the

560,000 appropriated for a hospi plant within the District of
olumbia none has been gpent, for the reason that the department
has been unable to secure a satisfactory site on Government property,
as required by law; but I have asked authority from Congress to
use the fund to purchase s site not on Government land. Meanwhile
the department has been compelled to rent hospital facilitics out of
the general fund.

Very truly, yours,

Hon., JAues I, BYRKES
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. McKENzIE having
taken the chair as Speaker pro fempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the
Senate had passed joint resolution and bill of the following
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives
was requested:

8. J. Res. 76. Jaint resolution which appropriates $1,000,000
for the investigation and prevention of infinenza ; and

8.8722. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the Alfords
Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Savannah River.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendment the bill H. R. 4382, entitled “An act to confer on
the Court of Claims jurisdiction to determine the respective
rights of and differences between the Fort Berthold Indians
and the Government of the United States, in which the con-
currence of the House of Representatives was requested.

SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed iis gession.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minufes to myself
on this question,

When this matter was before the committee, we attempied fo
find out what the situation was with regard to the Speedway
Hogpital, but the Public Health Service could only tell us that
the question of the Speedway Hospital was then under consid-
eration by the Shank Co. and the Secretary of the Treasury,
Since this debate started one of the clerks from the Committee
on Appropriations has brought me the copy of a letter signed by '
the Shank Co., under date of January 7, 1920, addressed to the
Secretary of the Treasury. Now, I do not personally know
anything about the controversy, but Mr, Bennet, formerly a
Member of this House, called to sce me day before yesterday.
He represents the Shank Co. He said after this matter was
taken up here a week or two ago the question was as to whether
or not the Public Health Service was going to get two large
elevators for this hospital, and the trouble was that those
elevators were not specified in the contract. Mr. Shank spoke
up and said, * How much do you estimate they will cost?” My
recollection is that it was represented they would cost £40,000
or $50,000. Mr. Shank maid, “ We will put them in and give
them to you.” The gquestion then was as to electrie-light fixtures.
The Shank Co. had held that it was not a part of the construc-

CARTER GLASS.
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tion to give a part of the fixtures; that they were to cost about
$26,000; and Mr. Shank said, “If you will allow me to sub-
stitute, where you have specified solid brass and solid bronze,
the kind of hardware the ordinary business man or hospital
swould put in, I will put in the light fixtures without cost,
although it is not specified in the contract. And he further
agreed, so Mr. Bennet told me, to sign the contract and let the
Secretary rearrange the interior in any way he wanted, and he
would complete it within $3,000,000. I do not know anything
about it, but here is a letter from the Shank Co. to the Secretary
that is altogether different from what I understand the Secre-
tary’s attitude is.

It is addressed to the Hon. Carter Glass, Secretary of the
Treasury, and reads as follows:

WasHINGTON, Janwary 7, 1020.

Hon. CARTER GLASS,
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington., =

Dear Sik: Referring to our letter of October 16, 1919, in which w
propose to complete the Broadview Hospital, at Ch'lcagn. in accordance
with the plans of July 15, August 16, and September 23, 1919—

While I do not have these dates in mind, yet my recollection
is that those are the dates of the plans referred to in the
legislation. I read further from the letter: _
for the sum authorized therefor by statute, and baving been in-
formed that becaunse of the recent 1 lation it is desired to substitute
for the plans of three of the sections plans constructing those sections
for personnel, we take pleasure in sta that we will construct those
gections according to the plans which will later be submitted to us by
your department under our bid. In order to save any question, we
state that we are making this offer before any detailed plans whatever

have been drawn and agreeing in advance to accept such detailed plans
when drawn.

‘We trust that this concesslon on our part will permit the immediate
gigning of the contract.

If the contract i signed, we can then be proceeding with the aunxiliary
bulldings and the four sections which are unchamgetf, while the detailed
changes of the three remaining sectlons are being completed.

Yours, very truly,
Saank Co., ¥
By Gro, H. SHAXE, President.

Now, I repeat, I know nothing about this personally.

Mr. BYRNES of Souih Carolinn. What is the date of that
letter?

Mr. GOOD. The Tth of January.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I will state to the gentle-
man from Towa that the statement of the Secretary of the
Treasury to me was that he believed the contract was to be
gigned, and my recollection is that it was prepared for signa-
ture, and when it was prepared and presented to him this state-
ment was made about the inclusion of an agreement to cover
any inerease in the cost of labor over and above the specifications
of the contract of October 1.

Mr. GOOD. I know nothing about it except what Mr. Bennet
himself told me.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired.

Mr, GOOD.
Chairman.

Mr. Bennet further stated to me that after everything was
agreed upon, after the conference with Mr. Moyle, that Mr. Moyle
was willing to sign the contract, but told Mr. Bennet he would
come back in the morning, as he would have to see Mr, Glass.
When he returned the next day Mr. Moyle told him that the
Secretary would not sign the contract, because the Secretary
wanted a new contract drawn and would not sign the old con-
tract. Now, as I said, I do not know anything personally about
this controversy, but I am unable to harmonize the letter just
read with the Seecretary’s claim.

Mr. KITCHIN. I submit that the letter itself, of January 7,
shows that the contractors were demanding a contract in excess
of the former arrangement.

Mr. GOOD. No. They say right in the letter “swithin the
authorized limit of cost.”

Mr. KITCHIN. That is, provided they would take some re-
duetions that they wanted.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
again expired.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mr, GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I am not familiar with the
present status of the Chicago hospital, although I have had ocea-
sion, as a member of the Committee on Rules, to learn a good
deal about its history in the past. I also have some other hos-
pital history, and I think that in order to keep the record
straight, in view of the charges and intimations of the gentle-
man from South Daketa [Mr. Joanson], it would be well for
gentlemen here to refresh their memories concerning it.

I will yield one minute more to myself, Mr,

The war-risk insurance bill, as it originally passed, provided
that honorably discharged soldiers and sailors should be assured
of proper hospital treatment, and that duty was imposed by the
terms of the law, which was passed unanimously, upon the
Public Health Service, which is under the Treasury Department
of the United States. In pursuance of that policy the Publie
Health Service of the Treasury Department began to seek for
sites quite early, some of them before the armistice was signed,
and among other places one was definitely settled upon, and
that was a point in the State of Kentucky called Dawsonsprings.

A bill was introduced and reported favorably as an independ-
ent bill, I think unanimously, from the committee having it in
charge, to appropriate for and to construct a hospital for those
discharged soldiers and sailors, to be under the direction of the
Public Health Service of the Treasury Department, at Dawson-
springs, Ky.

That bill went to its place on the calendar. Effort after effort
was made to get it up for consideration in the House by unani-
mous consent. It was objected to by the then minority leader
of the House, the present honorable Speaker of this House of
Representatives, until finally it became necessary for the Com-
mittee on Rules to bring in a special rule making that in order,
either as an independent measure or as an amendment upon an
appropriation bill—I have forgotten which for the moment.
That was brought in unanimously from the Committee on Rules,
but when it reached the floor of the House it met objection and
opposition here. Gentlemen upon that side of the Chamber
opposed that bill upon its original passage, principally, so far
as I could determine, simply because the hospital was to be
located in the State of Kentucky, and it passed by an almost
strict party vote, as I recall.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GARRETT. Of course, it was expected that other hos-
pitals would be located in other sections of the country.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; I yield.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Does the gentleman remember what
kind of a hospital that was?

Mr. GARRETT. I do.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It was for tubercular patients, and
the opposition was based on the ground that that was not a
proper place for it.

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman from Iowa got that idea in
his head at the time, and he never has gotten it out.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. GARRETT. Tubercular cases were referred to, and
that site was recommended by the Public Health Service for
that reason. But the gentleman from Iowa was always in error
and, apparently, he is still in error in the belief that it was to
be exclusively for tubercular cases.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Has the gentleman read the hearings before
the Committee on Appropriations on the Dawsonsprings project?

Mr. GARRETT. L have not read the recent hearings. But I
am recounting the facts of that transaction now, in view of
the statement made here by the gentleman from South Dakota
[Mr. Jouxson]. This is the site which the experts of the Public
Health Service selected.

Now, what happened? We passed that bill, and it passed
the Senate and it became a law, and during this Congress,
after the political complexion of the House had changed, just
before the end of the last fiseal year, on that very day that
the fiscal year closed, gentlemen from the Committee on Appro-
priations came before this House with a proposition to repeal
this legislation establishing this hospital at Dawsonsprings,
along with other legislation, and I am justified from what
occurred then in stating that it was only because of the fact
that certain gentlemen upon that side, members of the Com-
mittee on Rules, were out of the city, and it was requisite. for
the Democrats on that committee to furnish a quorum, that
that hospital was not destroyed.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee has expired.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee., If the gentleman desires, I will
yield him five minutes more time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for five minutes more.

Mr. GOOD. I know the gentleman wants to be accurate in
his statement. The proposition before the Commitice on
Rules was to submit the whole question to the IMouse hefore
final action was taken, The proposition was not to repeal the
legislation.
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Mr. GARRETT. It was designed to stop the work, just as a
provision put into the bill and voted for, I think, thoughtlessly
by many to stop the payment for purchases of land taken for
Army purposes., Had it not been for the facts which I have
recited, that would have been stopped.

Mr. CHINDBLOA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. CHINDBLOM, I was not in the last House. Was it
2ontemplated that the hospital at Dawsonsprings, Ky., would
care for tubercular patients and for other classes of patients
also?

Mr. GARRETT. It was.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Does the gentleman believe it is wise
and in accordance with modern practice to mix tubercular
patients with other patients in the same hospital?

Mr., GARRETT. Oh, the hospital was to be arranged and,
according to the authorities, that could be done—I am not an
expert upon the guestion—but, according to the authorities of
the Public Health Service, who are charged with this responsi-
bility, and who, I take it, would not wish to do any wrong to
any honorably discharged soldier or sallor of the United States,
itf could be properly arranged so that they could be taken care
of there.

I have recited these facts, Mr. Chairman, simply in order that
the record may be kept straight. [Applause.]

I yield back the remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back three minutes.

Mr. GOOD. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MADDEN].

Mr., MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to say that I
have no quarrel with anybody anywhere about where the hos-
pital facilities are located. I have no quarrel with those who
wanted Dawsonsprings, or with those who wanted Broad-
view, or with those who wanted hospitals in any other place;
but I have been deeply interested in having sufficient facilities
afforded wherever they might be needed to accommodate the
men who contracted either wounds or disease in the military
service,

I was interested in reading the hearings, covering several hun-
dred pages, on the pending bill, and to notice that the hospital
which was authorized at Dawsonsprings is not yet under con-
struction, but that some time early last May an engineer named
Graff was sent to Dawsonsprings to make a topographical sur-
vey of the grounds donated to the Government upon which this
hospital for tubercular patients is to be located. And in con-
nection with the service which Mr. Graff was sent to perform
I notice that the hearings disclose the fact that he was directed
to get into communication with a man named Troendle. It
seems that Mr. Troendle is the * Pooh-Bah* of Dawsonsprings;
that he is somewhat identified with the proposed hotel which
is to be located there as a summer resort; that he is also the
president or controlling owner and chief managing director of
the Brandenberg Construction Co. and the Dawsonsprings Con-
struction Co. as well.

Before Mr. Graff went to Dawsonsprings he was told that he
would find Mr. Troendle a very accommodating gentleman, and
that if he was unable to find office facilities in Dawsonsprings
he might feel sure that he would be accommodated in Mr.
Troendle’s office; and I believe Mr. Graff finally accepted the
tender of office space in the office of Mr. Troendle. He was
directed to make a topographieal survey of the land which had
been given to the Government, He was told that Mr. Troendle
had been very kind in the matter of donating part of the money
contributed by the citizens of that neighborhood to those who
originally owned the land before the donation was made to the
Government, and Mr. Graft after having made some attempt to
get men to make the survey that he went there to make, and
being unable to get men, called on Mr. Troendle, or the Branden-
berg Construction Co., and finally recommended the award of a
contract to them to make the survey on the basis of about 55
cents per acre. Later on it developed that it was necessary to
construct a highway over which the supplies and materials that
might be needed in the construction of the buildings later to be
erected would have to be hauled.

1t was disclosed also that the Brandenberg Co., through Mr.
Troendle, said to Mr. Graff that Mr, Moyle, Assistant Secre-
tary of the Treasury, and Mr. Perry, the directing engineer of
the Public Health Service, and somebody elsc connected with
the Public Health Service as assistant to the Surgeon General,
were his friends and that he was to be given any contract that
might be let, regardless of what the contract price should be;
and while Mr. Graff did recommend that a contract be let for
the topographiecal survey and did make an estimate of what it
would cost to build the highway, which runs for a distance of
about 2 miles through hilly ground, some of which has to have

cuts and some fills, he did not recommend that any contract
be let to the Brandenberg or the Dawsonsprings Construction
Co.; but he discovered that in connection with and supple-
mental to the contract for the topographical survey, which
really amounted to very little in dollars, the Public Health
Service here made a contract for the construction of the high-
way over g totally different line of survey than that recom-
mended by Mr. Graff, to the Brandenberg or to the Dawson-
springs Co., either one of which is the same as the other, and
both controlled and operated and directed by Mr. Troendle,
and that the price at which the contract was let amounted to
about $31,500 a mile more than the estimated cost to the Govern-
ment, as suggested by the Government representative. And
the Government representative in his testimony before the
Committee on Appropriations says that he was not consulted
about letting contracts to these people, but was directed that
they should be permitted to proceed with the work. And that
is not all; but the Brandenberg Construction Co., through Mr.
Troendle, are not only permitted to do the contract work at
double the cost estimated by the Government representatives,
but they are also permitted to do their own surveying, their
own engineering work, to make their own estimates of the
quantities of material taken from the cuts and placed in the
fills; and that whereas the Illinois Central Railroad Co. are
paying $1.20 a cubie yard for taking out rock in that neighbor-
hood along the cuts for the extension of their own railway,
the Government of the United States is paying $4.50 a yard for
that same kind of rock work.

Mr. Graff, who is the Government engineer, says that he
estimated the cost of this rock work at $2.50 a yard, and yet
the Public Health Service, charged with the responsibility of
spending the people’s money for facilitating the care of the
sick, wounded, and dying men who served in the war, goes
about squandering the people's money in this reckless and un-
justifiable manner,

Now, I do not know of what use it is to appropriate money
for the care of soldiers and place the disposition of that money
in charge of men who have no regard for its proper expendi-
ture.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MADDEN. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. I just want to advise the gentleman from
Illinois that this gentleman at Dawsonsprings about whom he
has been talking so much is one of the biggest political leaders
that the Republican Party has in the State of Kentucky.

Mr. MADDEN. I would not care what he was or where he
was or who he was if his action was not in conformity with
strict justice and integrity.

I do not ecare whether he is a Republican, a Demoerat, or a
Socialist. I do not care who he is or who his friends are. He
could not spend this money ouf of the Public Treasury unless
somebody in charge of the money authorized him to do it.
How can Troendle be blamed? He is a private citizen.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MADDEN. Yes.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. When the Surgeon General
and the representative of the Shank Co. were before the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House he
offered to sign the contract for the $3,000,000, but the Surgeon
General refused unless $2,500,000 more should be appropriated
by Congress for additional buildings that they were demanding.

Mr. MADDEN. I am making no charge against Mr, Troendle
or any other man. What I am doing is criticizing the reckless,
useless waste of public money by public officials who are sworn
to an honest discharge of their duties.

Of course, if they are so little interested in the conservation
of the health of those who gave everything they had to their
country in the hour of its direst need as to squander the money
set apart for their care in such a way as this, they are unfit
to oceupy the high places which they occupy.

There is not a large amount of money involved in this; it
amounts to $65,000 for 2 miles of rofd construction—more than
it should amount to. DBut on the same prineiple that it is wrong
to squander millions, it is equally wrong to squander thousands.
If this policy has been pursued—and the evidence shows it to
be the fact—in respect to the expenditure of this small prelimi-
nary sum, what do you suppose will happen when they begin the
construction and before they complete the buildings? I have
no doubft whatever but that Dawsonsprings is an ideal spot
for a tuberculesis hospital. It is in the hills, surrounded by all
the attractions of nature—pure air, good water, and everything
to be desired—and we are in the position of having not begun
the work for which the money has long since been appropriated ;
but that particular work in road construction has been begun
badly, for here the money of the people, intended for the care of
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the sick and the wounded American soldier, has been squandered
and wasted without any consideration as to what effect its waste
would have on the care of these men. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois asks the
privilege of extending his remarks. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15
minutes to the gentleman from Kentocky [Mr. KiNCHELOE].

Mr, KINCHELOE, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am very
much impressed with the seriousness with which the gentleman
from Illineis [Mr. MappEx] has addressed youn, showing his
anxiety at this late day for the care and comfort of the dis-
abled, discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines. The gentleman
from South Dakota [Mr. Jorxsf8x] has also addressed you to-
day and in his address criticized the Bureau of Public Health
Service and the Secretary of the Treasury for not furnishing
sufficient hospital facilities for these soldiers. If comes with
bad grace for the Republican members of this House to criticize
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Bureau of Public Health
Service; or anyone else, for the insufficient hospital facilities
for these boys, because when this legislation was before Con-
gress from time to time during the period of October, 1918, to
March, 1919, practically every Republican member of Con-
gress did all he could to prevent this legislation. Now, when
the situation presents itself as serions, as predicted at that time
by the Bureau of Public Health Service and the Secretary of the
Treasury, these gentlemen become very solicitous about the wel-
fare of these unfortunate boys.

On the 11th of September, 1918, I introduced a bill te estab-
lish a sanatorium for disabled, discharged soldiers, sailors, and
marines at Dawsonsprings, Ky., and at that time the patriotic
people in and around Dawsonsprings pledged themselves to
give to the Government 5,000 scres of land in fee simple if the
Government would erect this hospital there.

This bill received the unanimous report of the Commitice qn
Publie Buildings and Grounds and went on the calendar. We
then went before the Rules Committee of the Hounse, and this
committee reported a rule swhich gave it a privileged status.
This was in the fall of 1918, just before the closing day of Con-
gress; and when this rule was called up by the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Gargerr], who had the matter in charge, the
then minority leader and present Speaker of this House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Giirerr], raised the point of
no guorum, and the result was that by the concerted efforts of
the Republican side of the House the bill was delayed until after
the November election. When Congress convened in December,
1918, the bill was brought up for consideration, and there was
a concerted effort of the Republicans of the House then to defeat
this bill, and the only Republican Member of the House who was
friendly to it, who was present during the consideration of this
bill, was the gentleman from Tennesses, the late Hon. Dick
Austin. This bill became a law in spite of the concerted efforts
of the Republican side of the IHouse; and now the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MAppEN] comes ready to shed crocedile
tears in behalf of the disabled, discharged soldiers, saiiors, and
marines, and criticizes every effort of the Bureaun of Public
Health Service to expedite the building of this sanatorium at
Dawsonsprings. He makes broad charges of extravagance, if
not fraud; and on what ground does he make the charge?

Mr. MADDEN. On the ground of evidence before the com-
mittee.

Mr. KINCHELOIL. On the sole testimony of Maj. Grafl, who
was at that time representing the Bureau of Public Health
fervice there, but who is no longer in the service.

The ground for this sanatorium is situated 23& miles from
the city of Dawsonsprings, Ky. ¥irst and foremost, we tried
to get the Illincis Central Railroad to run a switch to the site,
I went before the Railroad Administration and others went
before the Illinols Central Railroad Ce., but they refused to
build it.

Mr. MADDEN. 7%ill the gentleman yield?

Mr. KINCHELOE. I can not yield now. We then thought
we might get the Army people at Camp Xnox to come down and
build the road for the Government. I am not here in the interest
of any contractor. I have no pecuniary interest in this matter
whatever, but I am anxious to see this hospital built at once,
for it should have been built long ago and would have been if
it had not been for the filibuster on the part of the Republican
side of this House.

The Dawsonsprings Construction Co. has been the lowest
bidder on every bid submitted. There has never been anything
to coneeal in the whole transaction, and in view of the fact that
ihis company has been the lowest bidder on all bids it is entitled
to these contracts. The Bureau of Public Health Service sent
this man Graflf to Dawsonsprings, and unfortunately his name

is spelled G-r-a-f-f, without the “t.” He went there to have the
surveying done in order that the plans and specifications could
be drawn as quickly as possible. He was unable to get any
surveyors to do the work, even after trying the Governmeant
surveyors: at Camp Knox. The Dawsonsprings Constroction
Co., of which Mr. T. R. Troendle is the head, did not want to
build the road and eared nothing about the surveying contract,
except to expedite the work as much as pessible. Finally the
Bureau of Public Health Service submitted plans for bids for
this survey, and the Dawsonsprings Construction Co. was the
lowest bidder, and this man Graff himself recormnended the
acceptance of its bid, as the hearings will show and as he admits
on cross-examination by the gentleman from South Carolina
[Mr. Byanyes].

Mr. MADDEN. That was for the survey.

Mr. KINCHELOE. I decline to yleld and do not want these
interruptions to be taken out of my time.
toTli!:ld. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky declines

¥

Mr. KINCHELOE. Then the Dawsonsprings Construction
Co. made the survey. The question of road building then came
up, after failing to get the railread company or the Railroad
Administration to build the spur track. Bids were submitted,
and the Dawsonsprings Construction Co. got the contract to
build over 2 miles of the road—that is, the grubbing, removing
of dirt and rock—and up to December 31 the Dawsonsprings
Construction Co. lost over $23,000 on that job. I will say, to
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEx], if he will get some
one fo finish this we will not only turn it over, but will stand
half the expense,

Mr. MADDEN,
ested in it?

Mr. KINCHELOR. No; I am speaking for the people down
there who gave these 5,000 acres. No; I am not nearly as much
interested in it as the gentleman is in some other propositions
where much larger expenditures are to be made.

Mr. MADDEN. 1 would like to have the gentleman specify
something T am interested in. -

Mr. KINCHELOE, I ain no more interested in it than the
gentleman is in the Speedway Hospital at Chicago.

Mr. MADDEN. I am not interested in anything at all.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Neither am I, so we are even on this
proposition. The patriotic people in and around Dawson-
springs, Ky., gave 5,000 acres of land to the Government
upoen which to erect this hospital, ef which 400 acres was owned
by the Simmons Hardware Co,, and the Bureau of Public Health
Service will tell you that they will get enough coal from this
land not only to coal the hospital at Dawsonsprings but to eoal
the hospital in Chicago and every other hospital in the Publice
Health Service of the United States and save at least $1.50 per
ton. Where are there any other people in the United States that
have made as generous an offer as this to the Government?

This man Graff, on whose testimony you rely for the charges
you make in eriticizing the Bureuu of Public Health Service
and the Treasury Department, went to Mr, Troendle at Dawson-
springs for the purpose of making a proposition to him, which
is thoroughly explained in an affidavit of Mr. Troendle, which
is as follows:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Distriet of Columbia, ss:

Does the gentleman mean that he is inter-

The affiant, Theodore R. Troendle, states that he i{s president of the
Dawsonsprings Construction Co.; and states that immedlately after
his company was given the contract for the ding of a part of the
Government road extending from the ITllinois Central tracks at Dawson-
eprings, Ky., to the hospital site that Maj., Graff, engineer of the
Burean of I"ublic Health, in charge of the work at Dawsonsprings,
came to his office and said that he wanted to talk to him pr!mte]ge;
that he said in this conversation that he thought this work should
done throngh him and mot through the Washington offlece, and that if
he, the said Troendle, would use his influence to have the executive
part of this work done at Dawsonsprings, 1{?'., with bim, the said
Graff, in charge, that he, the sald Graff, would *do business* with
him. The afiant mi\;s that immediately upon the making of this state-
ment by sald Graff he declined to entertain this or any other proposi-
tion with the said Graff. The afflant forther states that thereafter
the sald Graff became personally antagonistic to him and his company
and held up vonchers for pay for the work being done there by his
company for four months; that his company began the work on this
road in May and did not receive the first payment on same until Octo-
ber, because the sald Graff failed and refun to send the vouchers for
game to the department here. The aflinnt further states that he was
compelled to, and did, come to Washington in order to get the matter
adjusted, so that his company could begin to draw pay for this work,

THEODORR R. TROEXDLE,

Subseribed and sworn to before me by Theodore R, Troendle this the
20th day of January, 1920.

[sEaL.] J. C. HAMMACK,
Notary Public, District of Columbia.

My commission explres January 10, 1921.
Mr. Troendle, of course, refused to entertain this or any
other proposition, and after the Dawsonsprings Construction
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Co. began work there in May on the survey it never received a
voucher for pay from this man Graff, and not a cent of mcney
for this work was paid until the latter part of October, and not
then until Mr. Troendle, at his own expense, came to Washing-
ton and explained the situation to the Bureau of Public Health
Service and the Treasury Department. This same man Graff
sent another man to a Mr. Gary, who is secretary of the Forbes
Manufacturing Co., of Hopkinsville, Ky., and who was one of
the bidders on some of these buildings, and said that if he
would “do business” with him that he, Graff, would be with
him, which proposition was, of course, refused by Mr. Gary,
because there is no more reputable business concern in the
Unifed States than the Forbes Manufacturing Co. and no man
of higher integrity than Mr. Gary.

The question I want you to consider is, Was this contract for
the road work reasonable? After these hearings Mr. Perry, the
chief architect of the Burean of Public Health Service, went to
the Bureau of Publie Roads of the Agricultural Department here
and asked them to send a special representative to Dawson-
springs,.t> examine this road work and see whether this con-
tract price was excessive. The department sent a man out of
its office at Chicago, and on January 20, 1920, the Chicago office
telegraphed the Agricultural Department here as follows:

SourH CHICAGO, ILL., January £9, 1920,
Roaps, AgricunTURe, Washington:

Re tel Dawsonsprings, Toms rcports contract prices reasonable,
considering time of year work must be done, except that prices for
clearing, grubbing, and solid rock may be rather hard (high). Clearin
and grubbing practically completed. Solid rock 55 per cent complete
It present contract cancelled sure better prices could not be secured.

Labor prices high. Teams $1 and labor 67 cents per hour. Report
probably be mailed Thursday. Road not included in Federal aid pro-

gram,
VOSHELL.

You will bear in mind that the contract let to the Dawson-
springs Construction Co. for this work was as follows:

Earth excavation, 95 cents per cubie yard.

Loose rock, $1.20 per cubic yard.

Solid rock, $4.50 per cubic yard.

As you will see from the hearings, Mr. Perry was asked on
examination if he would not submit to the committee similar
contract prices for work done at other places, which he did, as
shown beginning on page S of the hearings, and some of which
are as follows:

For the three lowest bids for sewers at Barberton, Ohio, June
15, 1919: Earth excavation, per cubic yard, (a) $2.10; (b)

25; (c) $1.30. Rock excavation, per cubic yard, (a) $4; (b)
$0; (c) $3.50.

For the three lowest bids received at West Hartford, Conn., by
the commissioner for constructing eight covered masonry filters,
and so forth: Earth excavation, per cubic yard, (a) $1; (h)
$1.10; (c) $1.35. Rock excavation, per cubie yard, (a) $5; (b)
$4.25; (c) $3.42.

Roads at Providence, R. I.; Earth excavation, per cubic yard,
(a) $095; (b) $1.85; (e) §£1.40. IRock excavation, per cubic
yard, (a) $3; (b) $4; (c) $4.80.

Three lowest bids for dam work for Gilboa, N, Y.: Earth
excavation, per cubic yard, (a) $L75; (b) $1.25; (¢) 32.50.
Rock excavation, per cubic yard, (a) $4; (b) $5; (c) $5.75. So
we see from these bids submitted in other parts of the country
that practically every one of them is higher than the bids ae-
cepted for this road work at Dawsonsprings by the Dawson-
springs Construetion Co.

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield so I
can describe the difference between the different kinds of rock?

Mr. KINCHELOE. No; the gentleman has never been to
Dawsonsprings and does not know what character of work is
there. He is undertaking to prejudice Congress and the country
against these activities simply because they are at Dawson-
springs, Ky.

Mr. MADDEN. Obh, I know the kind of rock at both places.

Mr, KINCHELOE. My own opinion is that the gentleman
would not know sandrock from limestone rock.

I bear no brief for the Secretary of the Treasury, Carter Glass,
or any official of the Bureau of Public Health Service, because
neither of them need it, and what I might say could not add to
or defract from the splendid record they have made. Secretary
Glass served the country with great distinction in this House
for many years and has made one of the ablest and most efficient
Secretaries of the Treasury this country has ever had, and in a
short time will take his seat as United States Senator from the
State of Virginia in the Federal Senate, where, in my judgment,
still greater things are in store for him. I have had an oppor-
tunity to associate with and know Mr. Perry, chief architect of
the Bureau of Public Health Service, intimately for the last 18
months. I have never known a more industrious, faithful, and
conscientious official than he, and I would gladly trust him any-

where, and if the membership of this House will take the trouble
to investigate his record since he has been the architect of the
Bureau of Public Health Service, I am sure they will agree with
me. Gen. Rupert Blue, Surgeon General of the Bureau of Publie
Health Service, has prepared a statement which explains the
action of his department, not only in this but i other matters,
which I gladly Insert here:
BTATEMENTS RELATIVE TO PUBLIC ACT XO. 326,
JaNvany 21, 1920,

Public act No. 326, approved March 8, 1919, authorized additional
hosqitnl facilities for the care and treatment of war-risk insurance and
Public Health Service beneficiaries and appropriated $9,050,000 for
specified projects, as follows:

For lease or contract with existing hospitals $300, 000
For the %irchn.se of Army General Hospital No. 15 at
Corpus risti, Tex 150, 000
For the purchase of land and buildings 1, 500, 000
Repair and remodeling of hospitals taken over from the
ar Department 750, 000
For the purchase and comﬁietlon of Broadview Hospital at
Chicago, Cook County, I 8, 000, 000
For construction (on land donated to the Government) of &
sanatorium at Dawsonsprings, Ky 1, 500, 000
For hospital at Norfolk, Va 900, 000
For hoa?ital (on Government land) at Washington, D. C__ 650, 000
For additions to Marine Hospital, Stapleton, N, Yoo ____ 190, 000
For miscellaneous funds and equip t 210, 000
9, 050, 000

The need for additional hospital accommodations arose in connection
with legislation known as the war-risk insurance act, which provides,
among other things, hospital and other medical care and treatment for
discharged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines, etc., and in
addition the tremendously increased merchant marine, with which the

ury Department is char with the supply and administration of
the above benefits, the hospitalization being delegated to the United
gtatea Public Health Service in conjunction with the War Risk Insurance

urean.
The original bill presented to Congress dprov‘lded a stipulated amount
of money to build or otherwise acquire additional hospital accommoda-
tions wherever, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury, they
would best meet the public exigency.

The bill approved March 3 specified specific projects, at the discre-
tion of the Secretary.

Among those gxproved by the Secretary was the taking over of hos-

tals from the Army under sectlon 2 of the act; the acquisition of

eneral Hospital No. 15 at Corpus Crispi, Tex.; the purchase of Rest
Haven Sanatorium at Waunkesha, Wis.; the purchase of the House of
Refuge, Hudson and Jay Streets, New York City, under section 6;
construction at Stapleton, Staten Island, N. Y.; and numerous leas-
ing projects under section 11; the acquisition of land at Dawson-
sprl.nf.'s. Ky.; the effort to enter into contract for the acquisition and
completion of the Speedway property at Chieago, Ill., under section 7.

In ecarrying out the provisions of the act of March 8, 1819, es
cially in connection with section 2, which appropriated $750,000 for
remodeling hospitals taken over from the War Rpartment and later the
Navy Department, etc., it became necessary to request an additional sum
of $1,000,000, in connection with which hearings were given by the
Appropriations Committee of the House of Representatives, at which
inquiry was made as to the status of each item mentioned in the bill,
particularly in ard to Dawsonsprings, Ky.

On March 7, 1919, the Surgeon General in a letter to the Secretary
of the Treasury recommend that Dawsonsprings be approved as a
location for a sanatorium, in line with the legislation, and stated,
“This recommendation is founded on reports of inspection made by the
medical adviser of the War Risk Insurance Bureau and representa-
tives of the Public Health Service,” and stated “ that for the needs
of the service there should be transferred to the Government two

arcels of land comprising apgroxjmate]y 5,000 acres, conststi?ig of
goo acres of coal land, situated on the north side of buwsonsp ngs,
and approximately 4,800 acres of land on the south side of Dawson-
sgprings.” This recommendation was approved by the Becretary, the
land actually donated consisting of 447 acres of coal land and 4,553
fncgfa oéj other land suitable for a sanatorium, both located as above

cated.

In connection with the above legislation the Secretnr% in a memo-
random approved March 10, 1918, directed that the Publie Health
Service would be charged wiih the responsibility of selecting sites,
the location of buildings thereon, the determination of the nature and
extent of facilities desired for all new rojects ; that a hospital seetion
be created in the Office of the Supervising Architect, whose duties it
would be to preggre estimates, working drawings, and ifications for
these projects, handling of contracts, and the su ision of construc-
tion in relation thereto.

In con on with the prellminary work on the Dawsonsprings
project it was necessary to sccure surveys of the land and arrange ap-
proaches to the bullding eite, which is approximately 21 miles south of
the city of Dawsonsprings, and for this purpose a field engineer of the
gervice, Mr. B. H. Graff, was, on April 24, 1919, detailed to take charge
of the work in the field, and in a letter dated May 3, 1919, was in-
structed, among other things, to confer with the donor of the land, secure
competitive proposals for making surveys, ete. Asan incident to arrang-
ing approaches to the building slte it became necessary to construct o
roadway leading therefrom to the depot at Dawsonsprings and thence
to the city, with access to the coal fields on the north of Dawsonsprings
and for which purpose the field engineer, in addition fo bhis duties o
directing the activities of the contractor’s surveys, was, in a letter dated
June 5, 19190, directed to devote especial attention to prospecting out a
Iori‘:’JMI route of approach to the hospital for the new road work and to
bring to the bureau's attention such other matters of importance as in
his Judgment should be given consideration; in eonnection with whiech,
in an effort to expedite pro, , the field engineer on July 4 was verbally
directed to secure competitive proposals for certain subgrading, as a
resylt of which a contract was entered Into with the Brandenberg Con-
struction Co. on September 23, 1919, for the work so advertised.

Besides the committee, there were present at the hearings Asst.
Surg. Gen. W. G. Btim in charge of the hospltal division; AMr.
N. . Perry, constructing engineer; Mr. C, K. Stratton, assistant
constructing engineer ; and Mr. B. H. Graff, formerly employed as field
engineer in charge of t'he construction work at Dawsonsprings,

s0M,
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Among other things, Mr. Graff stated:

First, that he was directed to cooperate with Mr, Troendle in every
osgible way and to be gulded by his recommendations and to accept of
im office quarters and other accommodations ; second, that the method

of giving publicity to advertisements for the proposed work was such as
to make it difficult for outslde bidders to obtain information; third,
that the prices paid under a contract resulting from such advertisement
were twice ng high as condlitions justified-:; and fourth, that there wns
collusion between the officlals of the Public Health Service and the

contractor.

In reply to these statements the records shaw, first, that AIr.
Grafl was, on April 24, 1919, dirécted to proceed to Dawsonsprings
for the puarpose of making surveys in connection with Government
buildings to be erected, in sccordance with detailed instructions to be
izsued regard thereto; that his Instructlons dated May 3, 1919,
directed him, among other things, that the burean desired certain con-
tour surveys for every 10 feet of eleration, also directed him to
advertise for proposals for making these surveys, and further stated
*That the bureau understands that Mr. Troendle will cooperate with
you in every possible way and accommodate f;'m‘.l with temporary office
guarters withont expense to the service'; *if you find it impracticable
to make use of the accommodations offered, you sbould secure com-
petitive proposals for a vacant room, affording light, heat, and janitor
gervice, and to rental of such furniture as s needed. These proposals
ghould be transmitted to the bureau with your definite recommendation
as to nccﬂptﬂnce." “You are also directed to take proposals for a
survey " ; “ after making arrangements for the surveys, to make forther
explorations of the land Detweenthe site above indicated and the
proposed depot for the purpose of making recommendations for a more
direct wagon-road approach.” He also was advised that mo obligation
must be incurred for the expenditure of money without first securing
anthority therefor; that all proposals secured for the supply of work
sghould state definitely the terms and conditions and should be trans-
mitted with his definite recommendation for acceptance, it belng the
practice of the department to mccept the lowest bid for any given
work, provided the contractor is thoroughly reliable and responsible.

In regard to the gecond statement the constructing engineer did, on
July 4, 1019, while on a vislt of inspection to Dawsonsprings, in an
effort to expedite construction of the road for which surveys were in a
backward condition, directed the field enFi.neer to prepare specifications
for subgrading and to post notice that blds wonld be recelved for work
in accordance therewith in the post office and in his own office, and
also to advise any local bidders he might know that bids for such
work would be recelved.

In connection with the above the field enginear stated at the hear-
ings that he had only been directed to post a notice in the post offlce
and that he did not know of any local bidders who would be interested
in road work, and therefore made no effort to secure wider competition
than of the two firms represented in the bids received. Yot the records
show that on July 1, 1919, four days before, the field engincer wrote
to g. 131;1:1'. R. C. Griffin, county road engineer, of Hopkins County, Ey.,
as follows : I

“ From your letter understand that bids for road work will be
opened on the same date and would appreciate it if you would send me
copies of the advertised proposal for this work, as there are a number
of contractors who have expressed their desire to bid on the same. Tha
writer will transmit these specifieations as goon as received.”

The field engineer wrote the cifications for the subgrading and
handed coples to the Brandenberg Construction Co., whom he had previ-
ously recommended for making surveys, and to Mr. T. R. Troendle, rep-
resenting the Dawsonsprings Construction Co., which at that time, so
far as the constructing mﬁ:eer knew, had no relation to the Branden-
berg Construction Co.; he apparently made no effort to get in touch
wil;i thesa contractors of whom he wrote to Mr, Griffin as being de-
girous of bidd on county road work.

A tentative draft of the Brandenberg Constrnetion Co.'s bid was
shown to the field engineer and the constructing engineer before
guhm:lged %nd wﬁ;a transmifted to hhhe &ureﬁ.: Just p;iigr tocut.ha la 8

eparture from Dawsonsprings; while the Dawsonsprings Construction
Co.'s bids were mailed d to Wa.shtnﬁtnn_

The bids for the various es of work as gnbmitted by the Branden-
berg Construction Co., the lower of the two bids received, which was
nccggﬁed August 22 and approved September 24, were for specified items,
as OWS :

¥or clearing 100 linear feet of road £30. 00
Yor grubbing 100 linear feet of road 44. 00
For earth excavation, per cubic Ioa_"d .05
For excavation, loose rock, per cubie yard 1. 20
For excavation, solld rock, per cuble yard 4. 50

The office engineer commented on these bids as follows:
“ MEMORANDUM FOR MR. PERRY.
“ Jayuary 3, 1920
“Re: Cost dgta.

“ 1 have worked over a great amount of cost data on road work com-
{sﬂed from roads actually built in Kentucky, Ohio, and West Virginia
n the files of the Federal aid road division of the Agricultural Ie-
partment, and from this data it seems that the unit prices for sub-
grading by the DBrandenberg Construction Co. at Dawsonsprings is not
excessive. It is a I:itle above the average cost for this work in some
respects and lower in others, but in no ect is it unreasonable.

“The same source shows that the general average for hard-surfacing,
including shoulders, should be for—

“ Conerete, $3.10 per square yard. (There is no data for reinforced
concrete.)

“Macadam, $1.39 per square yard.

“ Bituminons macadam, §2.30 per square yard.

“These hard-road averages are based on contraect for from 5 to 10
miles of road, and it is reasonable to ct the small amount of work at
Dawsongprings will run somewhat er,

*(Signed HereerT HUNTINGTON.”

Particular eriticism was aimed at the price beins paid for solid-rock
excavation, statement being made that the Illinois tral Railroad Co.
had made rock excavations in large volumes at Dawsonspr for $1.25

cubie {bard in answer to which there is a memorandum in the
eau to ihe eifect that the president of the Illinois Central Railroad
Co. will make an affidavit to the effect that the rock excavation at that
R;Jillt{‘} cans‘-t more than three times the $1.20 per cubic yard stated by
r. Gra

To show that the bids for this work were not entitled to be considered
excessive the following com th advertised bids pub-

ns are made wi
in the Engineering News Record, May 22, 1919, page 304, pub-

lished bids received for solld-rock exeavation for highways at $4, and
$06.75 per cuble yard, while the same Record published in its Imu?r'y 15,
1919, edition quotes from $3 to §5. The bids published in the Engi-
neering Newa Record from January, 1919, to Jannary, 1920, of a large
number of bids received for rock excavation, which show the prices run-
ning from $2.75 a cubic yard to $5.76 per cubie yard, the average being
$3.70 per cubic yard.

This burcau on_ Jan 2, 1920, requested the Bureau of Publie
Roads and Rural Engineering of the United States Department of Agri-
culture to make a special inyestizgation of the road work at Dawson-
springs, and for this purpose they sent one of their road engineers to
Dawsonsprings. As a result of this investigation, the bureau is in
receipt of a telegram from that department's ro%mscnmtiva which,
in substance, is, “ That the contract price is reasonable, considering the
time of year work must be done;" “that if the present contract is
canceiled he is gure that better prices could not be secured.”

It will be seen from the above statements snd figares that the price
being paid the Brandenberg Construction Co. is not out of line with the
average priees quoted by bidders for similar work from New York to
California during the past year. It mny be stated that this contract was
for subgrading orly and was let at this time In order to expedite work
pending the completion of final surveys for the finished roadway in order
that competitive };wposals might be based on actual working drawings
for the final comP etion of all the road work in time for the transporta-
tion tgr construction materlals for buildings which were soon to be placed
on_the marke

Plans and specifications for the entire roadway were not completed
until early in ember and_advertisements posted in the bureau and
the fleld engineer’s office at Dawsonsprings ; notices were nlso sent to
numercus bidders of bids to be opened on mber 20, 1919, In re-
gpouse to this advertisement three proposals were recelved—one from
the Dawsonsprings Construction Co., Dawsonsprings, Ky.; one from
Frank (3. Breslin, Louisville, Ky.; and one from Speed-Parker, Louis-
ville, Ky. Of these bids the lowest was that of Frank G. Breslin, bot
all bids were rejected for the reason that the low bid had underlined

marks }.nrllcatininﬂmt certain of the materinls were for delivery f. 0. b.
Dawsonsprings instead of being wrooght in place as indiea h{ the
specifications, and the further fact that attached thereto was a letier

stating that he would do this work within 90 days from April 1, 1920,
which was not in line with the specification requirements and the
acceptance of which would have so delayed construction work as to
make the bld unacceptable at an{hprice.

These bids were rejected and the bidders requested to resubmit their
bids en an addendum cation which wounld definitely quote for all
work in place and completion within 90 days from the date of acceptunce
of the bld, and in response to this request for resubmission only one bid
was received—that of the Dawsonsprings Construction Co. This bid
has not been accepted.

The records show that the Dawsonsprings Construction Co. was the
lowest of three bids received for three buildings first advertised by
$1,568, and on specifications revised to cheapen the cost of construetion
their proposal was some $30,000 lower n anf' of the other bids
received ; motwi ding this, their bid 1s still held in abeyance

unfnmrepgtifsﬁ to the statement that there was collusion between the Public
Health Service and the contractor it should be stated unequ.lvoca&r
that preference was not given to the donor of the land nor any of lis
agents, nor has the field engineer in any communieation ever addnessed
to the burean, so far as the records show, stated or intimated that the
contractor was being favored to the detriment of the public interest;
neither has he stated so verbally to the constructing engineer ; nor, so far
as he, the cunstructsnn_grggmeer, knows, to any member of the forca
under his direction. ermore, the records show numerous instances
where the field engineer recommended the aece&ta.nce of the proposals
by the andenb:;ﬁ Construction Co., which the bureau deemed un-
reasonably high rejected, with direction for the field engineer to
secure be%ter rices than those he recommended for acceptance.

e (Signed) RurERT BLUE,
Surgeon General,
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. KINCHELOE., Yes.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Perhaps the gentleman will insert the
figures given on page 823 of the hearings.

Mr. KINCHELOE. I do not know what the gentleman has
reference to.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Where it appears bids for the same
kind had been let for Kentucky road construction.

Mr. KINCHELOE. This estimate does show that road work
has been done for lower prices in Kentucky, but it is not par-
allel with this work at all, beeause this is a rough country over
whiech this road is being built, very inaceessible and hard to get
to, and being such a small contract no reputable construction
company would take this work as cheaply as they would on a
public road where the work is easier to get to and larger con-
tracts. I will say, further, that the Illinois Central Railread Co.
built a cat-off through the city of Dawsonsprings, and 1 am
reliably informed that the contract cost it practically a million
dollars in excess of its expectations when the work began.

Gentlemen, it was a great and a patriotic effort on the part of
the good people in and around the city of Dawsonsprings to
raise enough money to pay for this 5,000 acres of land. I at-
tended a public meeting there last spring, and at this meeting T
saw colored porters and waiters at the hotels giving from $15
to $25 each to pay for this land. When representatives of the
Dawsonsprings Commercial Club went to Mr. Simmons, of the
Simmons Hardware Co., and offered to buy the coal lands which
I have hereinbefore mentioned, Mr. Simmons told them, in sub-
stance, that his company was receiving & 6 per eent dividend in
the way of royalties on a $300,000 investment in this land and
that same was not for sale. When these representatives told
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him the purpose for which it was to be used, that it was for the
United States Government, Mr. Simmons replied, “If it is for
my country, if it is for the erection of a hospital for discharged
disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines, I will not only let the
Government have it, but you gentlemen can go and assess the
value of it and I will take it.”

These representatives assessed it at 315 per acre, and the
Simmons Hardware Co. not only accepted this amount but sent
thelr abstractors there and made an abstract of the title and
torned it over to the Government for this price from the people.
Yet, in view of these facts, the gentleman from Illincis [Mr.
MappEN] comes and criticizes the Treasury Department and the
Bureau of Public Health Service and charges upon the state-
ments of this man Graff that money is being wasted there. Has
his patriotic constitueney in Chicago ever offered anything free
to the Government, and especially in this large proportion? It
is a very late day for the genfleman to come now and be solicit-
ous about the care and comfort of these poor, disabled, dis-
charged soldiers, sailors, and marines, and it comes in bad
grace for the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr, Joraxson] to
come at this late day and undertake to criticize the Treasury
and Bureaun of Public Health Service in the face of the fact that
had it not been for the consolidated opposition of the Republi-
can side of the House when this legislation was pending the
hospital at Dawsonsprings would have long since been com-
pleted and full of these discharged, disabled soldiers gsailors,
and marines receiving the care and attention they should.

The gentleman from Illinois would have you believe that Mr.
Troendie, one of the public-spirited men of Dawsonsprings, is
undertaking fo “hold up™ the Government in these contracts.
Mr. Troendle is only one of the many patriotic people there who
have devoted their time and money to pay for this land, and
the Dawsonsprings Construction Co., of which he is President,
has come in the open and made competitive bids on all these
contracts and has been the lowest bidder every time and is
entitled to these contracts because of this fact.

It comes in bad faith for the gentleman from Illinois, who
Imows nothing about this transaction, to come on the floor of
Congress and undertake to criticize Mr. Troendle and the rest
of these patriotie citizens of Dawsonsprings, Ky.

There is no more suitable place in the United States than at
Dawsonsprings for the erection of a sanatorium. It has a
splendid climate and, in my judgment, the finest mineral water
in the world. It is my sincere hope that the building operations
may proceed as rapidly as possible, in order that this splendid
sanatorium may be completed so that these disabled, discharged
soldiers, sailors, and marines may have the advantage of this
institution. [Applanse.]

Mr. Chairman, I ask the privilege of extending my remarks.

Mr. GOOD. Mpr, Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. SANDERs].

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak
briefly on the railroad question, dealing particularly with the
“Bryan plan” for solving the railroad problem. The “ Plumb
plan ” has had its day in court, but the “ Bryan plan ” has been
sorely neglected. It has escaped the notice of the country gen-
erally that on August 29, 1919, William Jennings Bryan, appear-
ing before the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, an-
nounced his platform. His recent expressed wish to have the
League of Nations issue out of the way and his still more recent
reprimand directed toward the titular head of the national
Demoeratic committee for attempting to resurrect John Bariey-
corn from his newly made grave was to be expeeted in view of
the Nebraskan’s propensity for a paramount issue.

Now, when the man speaks who said “ Coo ™ to one Democratic
national convention and thereby defeated all other aspirants
and nominated himself for the presidency and who said “ Boo "
to another Democratic national convention and thereby defeated
one of the greatest Democratic statesmen of the last quarter of a
century and nominated a man who almost fastened international
socialism unpon his country, it is high time the country knew
about his paramount issue.

To those who believe that young men dream dreams and old
men see visions I respectfully recommend a careful reading of
Dryan's remarkably visionary testimony before our committee.
But first, to prove that the presentation was meant to be in the
nature of a platform, I read from his testimony at the hearings
before the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee. Said
Mr. Bryan:

My plan Is only presented for consideration that it may be kegt in
mind when the people decide these questions. (Hearings, vaz 2, p. 1695.)

When we consider this frank statement that his real forum
was to be the political campaign the essentials of his plan become
an interesting study, for they are so formed as to make a bid for
votes in every direction and are as refreshingly impracticable and

charmingly visionary as any of his previous paramount issunes.
But let us see the plan in his own words:

I beg to propose as alternative what may be described as a dual
plan, which contemplates the ownership and operation of a Federal
trunk-line system, sufficient to reach into every State and make each
State Independent by giving it an outlet for all it has to sell and an
inlet for all it has to purchase, and the ownership and oaf:ration of
all the other lines by the States in which the lines are situated. * = #
(Hearings, p. 1684, vol. 2.)

* % +* Now, the dual dp]nn adapts itself not only to our form of
government but to our conditions in this country. A trunk line, only
sufficient to reach into every State and furnish each State an outlet,
and thus make it independent, instead of costing eighteen or twenty
billions of dollars, would not cost, I should say, over four or five
billions. The plan does not contemplate the nationalization of every
railroad that runs through two or more States. It contemplates a
bare, skeleton Government trunk line that will give to every State a
position of independence, and thus enable it to treat without coercion
or compulsion with the States adjoining. Because a railroad runs
through a number of States is no reason why it should be regarded as
a trunk line and owned by the Federal Government, The fact that it
runs through several States would not interfere at all with operation
h{ each Etate on the part of the line that is within the State. * = ¢
(Hearings, vol. 2, pp. 1688—1680.) .

¢ % * This plan not only lessens the amount that will be neces-
sary to inaugurate, so far as the national part is concerned, but it has
another advantage, namely, that it distributes the question over time
as well as over space. It divides a great Problem now confronting
the people into 49 problems—1 for Federal Government and 1 for
each of the 48 States—and it permits the settlement of the question
as the people of each Btate are ready to settle it. If a State not
desire to take over and operate the lines within its borders immediately
it can, if it wishes, leave them in private hands until the sentiment of
the pcogle of the State is ready for Government ownership, (Hear-
ings, vol. 2, p. 1689.)

[Laughter.] 5
He candidly admits that it is experimental and that it may
take years to get it to working, Witness this:

If a State does not desire to immediately enter upon the State own-
ership and operation of the railroads wit_gln its borders, it can leave
gse railroads in private hands until the sentiment of the State is

Not onl thatE but the plan gives us an opportunity to test out the
Bystem, reat many people m'lght hesitate to try a new policy on so
large a scale; they would say, “If it does not su , we have
spent an enormous amount of money, and we will find it difficult to
return to the old system,” but if you distribute this question over a
number of years the States that wait will have the benefit of the
experience of the States that try, and if the theory upon which the
change is made proves fo be unsound in practice it can be stopped
and a return can be made with less loss and with less derwgemengeof
business. (Hearings, vol. 2, p. 1690.)

[Laughter.]

This quoted testimony also shows that he intends to take the
railroad companies by the nape of the neck and make them take
back the roads in case State ownership does not prove a success.
Besides, he coddled himself into the sublimest calm by ponder-
ing in his dreams over the happy thought that the States that
wait could watch the floundering of the States that just jumped
right in and possibly keep out of the whirlpool. Let me repeat
his Ianguage:

If you distribute this question over a number of years, the States
that wait will have the benefit of the expericnce of the States that iry
and if the theory upen which the change is made proves to be unsoun
in fPractlce it can be stopped and a return can be made with Jess loss
and with less derangement of business. (Hearings, vol. 2, p. 1690.)

[Laughter.]

Experiments seem to be his particular delight, and the mul-
tiplicity of experiments possible under his plan seems to have
about the same effect upon him as the needle did on the famous
character of Sherlock Holmes. I read further from his tes-
timony :

A trunk line only sufficient to reach into every State * * * wopld
not cost, 1 should say, over four or five billion dollars. (Hearings, p.
1188.) But, gentlemen of the committee, the plan I suggest to

you has thls advantage, namely, that if there is any doubt in the minds
of those who are willing to try Government ownership, it gives a chance
to try it without Investing as much as would be necessary to bny all
the rallroads. Further, I beg to suggest that If you have 48 States,
each one with its system of transportation owned and operated by the
;légse;lz%%iel;nment. you have 48 experimental stations. (Hearings, pp.

He admits on examination that what we really need is a prac-
tieal solution. But the mere fact that we wonld first have to
pass the bill by the House and Senate, then amend a few State
constitutions, educate the people in favor of it, get 48 State leg-
islatures to act favorably thereon, and have endless and hope-
less confusion during the interim does not disturb the sweetness
of his dreams. [Laughter.]

Listen to the following:

Afr, BAxpERS of Indiana, Of course, with the raflroad problem before
us now, what we want is a practical solution.

Mr. Boyax. Yes.

Mr. Baxpers of Indiana. Your {x‘mpmed solutlon would require, first,
the adoption of it by Congress. ‘e could, of course, lssue no edict to
the Sta It would require the adoption by each of the States of the
same plan?

Mr, BrYAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. Saxpers of Indlana. A great many of the Btfates wounld have
to change their constitutions. ome of the States might not adopt the
plan at all. This is quite conceivable, Is it not?
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Mr. Bryax. No: it is not conceivable, if you will pardon me. That is,
when o plan is tried it is either demonstrated to be u success or a failure,
If it is demonstrated to be a success, it is only fair to assume it will
beﬁg.opé:gbms of Indlana. Of course, the plan will not be in its en-
tirety until it is adopted by all the States. So the plan, as a plan, can
not be tested until it is adopted by all the States, and hence its success
or failure could not influence any of the States to come in.

Mr. Bayan, Oh, I beg your pardon. The failure of one State to
adopt it will not interfere with the other States adopting it at all

Mr. Saxpers of Indiana. Well, suppose 1llinois does adopt the plan
and suppose Indiana and Wisconsin do not. Now, weuld Illinois have
the right to condemn the Pennsylvania Railroad at the State line, com-
ing across there, and take It over?

%{r. BryYAX, No; not the interstate line.

Ar. SAnpERS of Indiana, Weil, you already have the national—

Mr. Bryan (interposing). I thought you meant the Government line.
It could condemn any part of any other line; it can to-day. It the
Pennsylvania can condemn the individual's property, do you doubt the
State that gave it that right can go out and condemn the railroad?

Mr. Saxpers of Indiana. It is your opinion that the State of Illingls
could condemn n part of an interstate railroad and control it? Well,
that would dismember the road for interstate purposes.

Mr. BRYAN. Not at all.

Mr. SaxpErs of Indiana. How would it operate?

Mr, BrRYAN. The board that had control of the roads in Illinols would
act in conjunction with the board that had control in Indiana, if it
was a Government road, or, if a privately owned road, with the man-
ager, and they would arrange for their joint operations. You would
have to assume that a road would not look out for its own interests in
order to take any other position.

Mr. SaxpERs of Indiana. Would you prevent any railroad company
from engaging in interstate commerce?

Mr. BRYAN. No; and I think you can safely leave that matter to the
TUnited States. The Federal Government will really set the price and
terms of intersiate commerce.

Mr. SaxpERS of Indiana. What would be your estimate of the number
of yvears that it would take to put that plan into effect?

r. BrYAX. I wonld not attempt to guess, because it would be merely
a guess, and my experience has led me to be a little cautious about fixing
a time. It is easier to tell the direction of the wind than to measure its
veloeity ; it 1s easier to tell the trend of events than it is to tell how
goon a thing will be accomplished.

Mr. Saxpers of Indiana, Would you release any of the Federal con-
trol after that plan had been adopted, or would you continue Federal
control until it had been completely adopted?

Mr. BrYax, 1 think that would have to be determined by the condl-
Hong as they arose. There Is this general proposition that I ‘have always

oue on, namely, that the Eam le will have as much sense-to-morrow as
hey have to-day, and probably more light. Therefore you can safel
Eel}éfe until to-morrow the decision of questions that can not be decidi
o-day.
Mr%- Saxpers of Indiana. But in formulating a plan we have to decide
on something, and I was wondering whether in your plan it was your
purpose to continue Federal control until all the Etates had adopted
your plan, or whether it was your purpose that when Illinois, say, had
ldg{lted the plan Federal control would be withdrawn.

r. Bityas, If the Federal Government's trunk line reached out into
every State its control over interstate commerce would, I think, be more
effective than under any commissgion or board.

Mr. Saxpers of Indiana. Then, would you release Federal conirol?

Mr., BRYAN. It miqht be possible to release it; but I do not think it
Is necessary to decide that question until we reach it. (Hearings,
vol. 2, pp. 1706-1707.)

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I yield.

Mr. MADDEN. I was,curious to know why the gentleman
was jumping on Bryan. I notice that Bryan and Sims have
no friends on the Democratic side, and I was wondering why
they were attacked on the Republican side.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I understood that Bryan and
Plumb were going to join hands, and I wanted the country to
know the Bryan plan so the people would know the result of
the combination.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does Mr. Bryan suggest a method of
financing this scheme?

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. That does not bother him in the
least.

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is negligible, is it not?

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. The furnishing of this $5,000,000,000 is
a negligible proposition?

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana.
people can decide.

On second thought he brings in the traction lines. I quote:
it Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. How about the State owning the traction

nes?

ﬁfr. BryAN. My preference would be to have the States own the
interurban lines that were not in the city, and I see no objection to
putting this whole tbhing together, because, you see, if the State owned
the railroad lines it would simply be adding the intercity traction

* lines to them. Theiv would hardly be embraced in the Federal trunk-
line system. (Hearings, vol. 2, p. 1708.)

Notice that he gives national control of some trunk lines.
That, he thinks, will catch those favoring nationalization. He
proposes State control of many lines to please those who favor
States rights. He permits private control if they do not like
the experiment, thus appealing to those believing in private
control. He uses great care not to offend the Plumb Plan
League, and gives the following clear-cut statement on that
plan:

Yes. That is a feature the

Mr. DexisoN. You may have expressed ,;'our views before I came into
the room in reference to the question that I am going to ask, and if you

did you need not repeat them. I wanted to ask you whether or not you
think that the so-called Sims plan, or the Plumb plan, as embodled in
the Sims bill, would be a good thing for this country ?

Mr, BuyaN. I have not felt that one could safely answer that ques-
tion “ yes " or “ no,” because if one makes an answer “yes" or “no” to
that the statement is apt to go out without qualification, and he is put
In a position that is not his true position. I would not want to answer
whether the plan is good or bad, because it might seem like an indorse-
ment of it or a condemnation of It. I have pointed out two or three
things that I thought were d, and I have pointed out some things
that I thought were bad, slmply in conjunction with the discussion,
(Hearings, vol. 2, p, 1704.)

I hope no Member here but entertains a high personal
opinion of the great commoner, and to be sure that I shall leave
you all feeling kindly toward him I will read you the following
tribute he paid you:

But while we conld reduce the rates in the State we could not do it
in Congress as well as we could in the State. I do not think we ever
can, on the theory that the farther a Congressman gets away from home
the more difficult it is to watch him, and therefore the more difficult it
i{s to make him gerve the public, (Hearings, vol. 2, p. 1697.)

[ Laughter.]

With the greatest domestic problem of a century before this
great legislative body, upon the proper solution of which de-
pends the happiness of all our people, we ought all to have a
prayer of thanks upon our lips that the country has been spared
the disaster of the “ Bryan plan.” [Applause.]

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DickINsox].

Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, on the 21st of
January I introduced House joint resolution 279, for the speedy
return of the bodies of American militury dead buried in France
to the United States, which reads as follows:

Resolved, ete.,, That the bodies of American soldiers, sailors, and
marines buried in France should be speedily removed and returned to
the United States in all cases where requests for such return are made
by the nearest of kin of such soldiers, sallors, and marines, for burial
in the United States; and that all appropriate and necessary steps be
taken to induce the French Republic to repeal, modify, or suspend, in
go far as the same maf apply to the bodies of all American sgoldiers,
sailors, and marines, all laws and regulations of the French Republic

reventing the immediate disinterment and speedy removal to the
%nited States of the bodles of such soldlers, sailors, and marines.

SEc, 2. That the Secretary of State transmit to the Government of
the French Republic a certified copy of this resolution,

SEc. 3. That the SBecretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed,
upon the French Republic consenting to such disinterment and removal,
to take appropriate and necessary action to exhume and remove to the
United States, at the earliest possible date and with all reasonable

the bodies of all soldiers, sailors, and marines of the American
bo({)e«iitiomry Forces who are buried in France and the return of whose
ies to the United States is desired and r:(?reased by the nearest of
kin. The Secretary of War is further di ed, upon arrival of such
bodies in the United States, to make such dellvery or disposition of
such bodles as may be or may have been heretofore requested, respec-
tively, by the nearest of kin,

I am not forgetful of what has been done through the State
Department in this matter and I desire to give full credit
to the Foreign Relations Committee of the House and to
the Secretaries of the State and War Departments for all af-
firmative action in this behalf. Besides personal visits on
earlier dates, on November 13, 1919, I addressed letters to the
Secretaries of War and State, asking to be advised of the then
present status of the question regarding the return of the soldier
dead buried in France. I have been told that the bringing back
of the bodies of the soldiers must of necessity wait the trans-
portation back of the Army in France. On November 19 a letter
from the War Department came in response to my letter, read-
ing in part as follows:

The Secretary of War has recelved your letter of November 13 and
dlrects me to sa{ that the State Department is making the most urgent
representations to the French Government with regard to the wishes of
the Ameriean people concerning the return of our military dead to this
country, We trust that these negotiations will soon terminate success-
fully.

On November 28 the Secretary of State addressed to me a
letter, with inclosures, which letter reads in part as follows:

The receipt is acknowledged of your letter of November 13 asking
that you be advised of the present status of the question regarding the
return of the soldier dead buried in France.

In reply, it gives me pleasure to inclose a paraphrase copy of the
recent instructions sent at the request of the War Department to the
American Embassy in Paris and also of the embassy’s replies. These
indicate definitely the present status of the question,

The copy of the instructions sent and the replies received I do
not feel authorized to insert herein, not having been given out
for publication, but doubtless the same was furnished to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, I will say, however, that the
representations to the French Government made by the Secre-
tary of State were strong and urgent and well expressed the
wishes and views of the relatives seeking to have returned our
military dead to this country.
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On November 24 the following was published by the Associ-
ated Press:

Panis, November 2}

The 65,000 American dead in France must be left in the graves th
now occu{l_v-nuti! the Irench are ready to exhume their own dead,
which, it is hoped, will be before January 1, 1922,

The foreign office has promised to consider the latest regucst of the
Ameriean Government for the return of the fallen soldiers, but later
the following announcement was made:

“It has been deﬁnitelg decided that allles who fell together for the
same cause should remain together in death until circumstances permit
of the returning of the bodies to the families for whom they sacrificed
themselves."”

The proposed law forbidding the exhumation of the soldier dead for
three years did not pass at the last session of the Chamber of Deputies,
but the foreign office expects it will be adopted soon. This bill specifies
a delay in exbhumation for three years from the promulgation of the
law, but It expected that this period will be shortened.

At the foreign office it Is sald that the exhumation will eommence
considerably before January, 1922,

WasHINGTON, November 2§

Instructions that Ameriean soldier dead interred in France outside
of the so-called " zone of armies' be brought home as soon as arrange-
ments are completed have been issued by Secretary Baker. About
18,000 bodies lie outside of the zone, Return of those within it depends
on action by the French Government, which has been asked to with-
draw its restrictions. 3

Lieut. Col. Charles C. Plerce has been placed in charge of the graves
registration service.

On January 3 the press earried a cablegram from France,
dated Parls, January 3, reading as follows:

The French Government has granted permission for the removal of
the bodies of 20,000 Ameriean soldiers buried in France to the United
States. The bodies to be removed are those buried in cemeteries out-
gide the zone of the armies and do not include those gathered into big
American cemeteries in the army zones.

The above publications appeared in the press of this country
and attracted instant and wide attention.

The ban has been lifted as to those not within the military
zone or outside of the so-called “ zone of the armies.”

1 Liope it is not too early to speak now and to ask Congress to
speak in behalf of lifting the ban as to all American soldiers
buried in France, and thus supplement the representations to
the I'rench Government, made by the Secretary of State, asking
that the restrictions now in foree may be rescinded or modified
in order to enable the War Department to undertake the removal
of all the bodies of the soldier dead in as well as outside of the
so-called zone of the armies, where desired by next of kin, as
speedily as possible.

I speak now so that Congress may evidence some interest in be-
half of the thousands of relatives who are interested in the early
return of the bodies of those who fell within the battle lines.

If they can bring back those that died from sickness and dis-
ease to this country, without disturbing the morale of the French
Government, with equal propriety they can bring back those
who in the prime of health fell and died on the battle field and
are now buried in the so-called zone of the armies.

It has been more than a year sinece the armistice was signed.
To wait three years and more from that date is too long.

I sum aware of the propaganda that is going on in this country
to influence the public mind and to impress upon the relatives
the idea that the remains of their soldier dead should be per-
mitted to stay in the so-called American cemeteries; and largely
because of that propaganda I have seen fit to speak to-day. If
Congress evidences no interest in it, if Congress does not speak,
if there is no response from this body, representing as it does the
people of the country, to the various resolutions that have been
offered and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, if
there is no activity or desire for action expressed by the legisla-
tive body in aid of the expressed wish of the Secretary of State,
the French Government may conclude that the American dead
shall not be removed from within the military zone until they
have removed their own dead or may refuse to rescind or modify
its order. I do not believe the French Government should be
left in any doubt as to how the American people feel with refer-
ence to this matter, There ought not to be a delay of three
years, nor any further delay, and I speak because I think that
there ought io be some speed, some hastening of the day when
these bodies can be returned. It can not be said that we have
not now the ships. The promise is well remembered that the
War Department said, * You must wait until the soldiers are
returned,” which was reasonable, and then it was expected that
the remains of the soldier dead would be returned.

Mr. Chairman, there should be no necessity for an appeal to
Congress for action in behalf of the early return to this country
of all our soldier dead buried on foreign soil, nor should it be
necessary to appeal to the executive branch of the Government
or any department thereof for speedy action in this behalf, nor
ghould it be necessary to appeal to any foreign governmeni to
remove restrictions that forbid or hinder the removal and early
return to the United States of the bodies of those who gave

their lives that France might live, nor should the relatives of
these soldier boys be required to longer plead that the promise
made by this Government, through its Secretary of War, be
kept without further delay.

With some hesitation I speak, but I am reluctant to longer
delay my appeal here, as I have made it elsewhere, when so
many relatives have appealed to me to help hasten the return
of the bodies of their soldier boys. I had hoped that it would
no_t be necessary for resolutions to be introduced in Congress in
this behalf, but there has been active and pronounced opposition
to their return. Some in high military authority have not ap-
proved of the return of the seoldier dead and have sought to
hush the appeal for the return of their bodies to their relatives,
and have urged that their remains be kept where buried on for-
eign soil ; but the appeal grows stronger and the demand is that
the faith of this Government be kept and the pledged word be
not broken. I hope and believe that no foreign order will pre-
vent.its being kept, and I trust there is no real, substantial
obstacle in the way. The French Government will not refuse
to do what this Government asks and urges to be done; to re-
fuse would be an unfriendly or hostile act. Let it not be fur-
ther suggested that the morale of the French people might be
disturbed. Two million American soldiers crossed the seas to
sgve the life and soil of France.

Billions of dollars were given that France might not be wholly
destroyed. They will not deny the relatives of those soldier boys
who could not return the privilege of having the bodies of their
loved ones brought back to rest in their own cemeteries, where
they can visit and place flowers with their own hands upon the
graves of their loved ones. They can not go to Franee, not one
in a thousand, and their remains should not be held longer for
any elleged reasons in graves on foreign soil against the ex-
pressed wishes of their relatives, who have been given the solemn
promise for their early return. Let no further excuses be made.
Let no barriers be raised abroad by consent or delay of our rep-
resentatives or agents in any department of the Government.

Much time has already run; more speed should be evidenced.
The ships that carried the soldiers across and back can bring
the bodies back. The same Treasury that poured out its golden
stream that saved France can give the small pittance necessary
to bring back their remains, Let no profiteer who has fattened
while our country bled and our mothers wept offer any sugges-
tion ahout the expense of this promise being kept. Those of large
means can go across and see the cemeteries where our soldiers
lie, but the mothers, wives, and sisters who can not go ask the
simple privilege of caring for their soldier boys, whose graves
they can not visit on foreign soil.

Measure not the dollars to be given now against the dollars
that you would annually appropriate to care for their graves on
Toreign soil for many years to come until forgotten. Let the
morale of this country and of those who have lost be cared for,
and let the grateful hearts of those who appeal to you be the
object of your first concern.

These bodies should not be longer held for any ulterior pur-
pose. Let no propaganda of those whose hearts have been un-
touched by sorrow nor sordid commercialism obscure the judg-
ment of those whose duty it is to think first of the morale of
those entitled to be heard. Shake not their confidence in the rep-
resentatives and officials of their own Government, Let not the
broken word of a great Republic be the gift to the appealing
relative who asks for a promise kept and for the remains of him
who in the flower of youth gave his all that the honor of this
Republic might live. Gratitude should be evidenced by early
action and not the neglect by further delay. I hope the efforts
of the executive department will avail to remove all barriers at
an early date, and let Congress supplement that effort.

You can not abandon to foreign care the bodies of vour sol-
dier dead and be forgiven. No country can afford to forget
its dead. No nation can live without gratitude in its heart,
Commercialism will not perpetuate ifs life. Cold philosophy
from those in high places will not satisfy the yearnings nor
answer the prayers of those who ask for promises to be kept.
No cold philosophy will satisfy the hearts of the bgreaved nor
warm the love for country.

The lives given at your call to save the freedom of the seas,
to protect your commerce, should be more highly regarded than
sunken cargoes, measured by dollars, the lives given that liberty
and love and gratitude might endure. Do not forget the heart-
strings while you guard the purse strings. The life of a nation
is not in its gold, but it is in the heartbeat of a grateful and
loving people, willing to do and die, where right and justice is
placed above sordid gold. While a world revolution is going on
you can not perpetuate its civilization upon dollars or on com-
merce or on foree, but it must rest upon the more sacred things,
which you must preserve or your civilization will die,
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Let relatives be allowed the privilege of erecting monuments
of love over the graves of loved ones, upon which the tender
hands of mothers, wives, and sisters can place flowers of affec-
tion and moisten with tears of sorrow. They ask not for the
Government care, but only their return, so they can care for
them with their own hands.

I have seen and heard from these stricken men, mothers,
wives, and sisters and have told them of the promised word.
Their letters have come and are still coming. The inquiry is,
When? The answer rests with the agents and representatives
of this Government. Those in high authority ean hasten the
day, and Congress can aid if it will. France will not stand in
the way ; if it does, I ask the question, Is there still the linger-
ing fear of German aggression resting in the Frenchmen’s hearts
that desires assurance in case of another war that they will
more readily have American support by keeping the bodies of
American dead buried on French soil, as hostages from the
United States to inspire or compel her to protect the soil of
France, where our soldiers lie? Let not this country surrender
its right for their return for any such military reason, for the
fear that the friendship of our country will wane if the dead
are returned. We want them on no foreign soil but to rest on
American soil near the homes that reared them.

Does France fear that this country may not always manifest
its friendship and that it needs the cemeteries of our dead on
her soil to protect France in future years?

1f we love our dead and hold them in tender memory, we will
bring them back and let them be cared for by loving hands that
gave them in trust for our country's sake, to be returned when
the work was done on the battle line. Let France refuse and
then that friendship may wane.

We ean not forget with safety those who defended the flag
on foreign soil to vindicate the honor and integrity of our Gov-
ernment. You owe a duty to the living soldiers, maimed and
unmaimed, whom you sent 3,000 miles across the seas to mingle
in the hell of battle, and you dare not forget the relatives of
those who gave their life's blood that this country might endure,
Most of those that fell and died were mere youths, who had
answered their country's call, who loved their native land and
believed in the gratituile of their country, and that they would
be returned to be buried among their kin, and not left forgotten
for all time on foreign soil.

It has been suggested that they can not be brought back for
three years. That is too long. If yvou sent across 2,000,000 in a
few months, you can return a few thousand in a short time. The
press states that the last of the A. E. F. soldiers have returned.
It was promised that the bodies would be brought back shortly
after the soldiers were returned.

Will you make it impossible to enter any cemetery in this United
States and to point to a monument erected over the grave of a
sgingle soldier who died in battle in France? The propaganda
against bringing the bodies back will doubtless be used to in-
fluence the action of the French Government. Let Congress
speak, so France may know that the legislative and executive
departments ask alike for early action. Speak now before it is
too late.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri yields back
two minutes.

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina, Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks by inserting the figures
from the hearings concerning the number of dead, the number
in the hospitals, and the amount of money expended, and also

the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury as to the Shank |

contract.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

Mr. Towwsrr, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of
absence, until further notice, on account of public business.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon] a question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. BLANTON. I just wanted to ask the gentleman if it
would not be a wise idea, inasmuch as we have only 14 men here,
to quit business for the afternoon?

Mr. GOOD. I propose to. DBMr. Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes-
day, January 28, 1920, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE CORMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting
draft of proposed legislation permitting the acquisition of a
site for distant-control radio station in Porto Rico; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting
report on the investigation of the claim of Charles 8. Hood
for payment for services in connection with the removal of the
Modoe Indians to Oregon; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XII,

Mr. DALE, from the Committee on Expenditures im the
Treasury Department, to which was referred the bill (8. 5202)
granting leave of absence to officers of the Coast Guard, and
for other purposes, reported the same without amendineng,
accompanied by a report (No. 588), which said bill and report
were referred to the House Calendar,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re-
ferred as follows:

A bill (H. It. 9996) granting an inerease of pension to Emil
A. Akerman; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, amd
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. . 11765) granting a pension to Mary T. Tupper;
Committee on Invalid Pensions dischar"etl and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 11872) granting a pension to Willlam Franeis
Sheridan; Committee on Pensious discharged, and referred to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R, 12030) granting a pension to James . Overbee;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.
Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 12099) to establish addi-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South (‘arolina asks | tional fish-cultural subsidiary stations in the State of Michigan ; 3
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp as in- | to the Commitiee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

dicated. Is there objection?
There was no objection.

By Mr. RAINEY of Alabama: A bill (IT, R. 12100) to amend

| section 70 of “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws re-

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now |

rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, Tirsoxw, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee, having had uniler consideration the bill H. It. 12046,
the urgent deficiency bill, had come to no resolution thereon.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol-
lowing title, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. It. 11606. An act to authorize the county of Fountain, in
the State of Indiana, to construet a bridge across the Wabash
River at the city of Attica, Fountain County, Ind.

lating to the judiciary,” approved February 28, 1913 ; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NICHOLS of Michigan: A bill ( H R. 12101) provid-
ing for the appointment of an additional distriet judge in and
for the eastern district of Michigan; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (II. R, 12102) to
provide and adjust penalties for violation of various navigation
laws, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. ELLSWORTH : A bill (H. It. 12103) to aid in wind-
ing up the affairs of the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota ; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. MOONEY : A bill (H. R. 12104) granting privilege of
the floor and right to participate in debate to heads of executive
departments; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. GARLAND : Resolution. (H. Res. 450) directing the
Committee on War Expenditures of the House of Representa-
tives to make full investigation of all purchases of hardware
and other articles and sales of the same made by the Govern-
ment during the war and up to the present time; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introdoced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DICKINSON of Towa: A bill (H. R. 12105) granting
a pension to Carl L. Setchell ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOODALL: A bill (XL R. 12106) granting an increase
of pension to Susanna A. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GREEN of Towa: A bill (H. R. 12107) granting a
pension to Robert H. Foote; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 12108) granting a
pension to Lucile D, Murphey; to the Commiitee on Pensions.

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 12109) for the
relief of Leslie E. Drake; to the Commiitee on Claims,

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 12110) granting an increase
of pension to Elexious H. Conley; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12111) granting an increase of pension to
Frank P. Collins; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 12112) grantinz a pen-
sion to Francis P. Crane; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Julia Gal-
lagher; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12114) granting a pension to Rose M. Cher-
bonnier ; to the Committee on Pensions. .

By Mr. MacGREGOR : A bill (H. R. 12115) granting a pen-
sion to Agnes E. Smith ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12116) granting a pension
to J. H. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 12117) granting a pension
to Elizabeth Purviance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 12118) granting a pension to Bert Rich;
to the Committes on Pensions,

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bhill (H. R. 12119) granting an in-
crease of pension to Martha J, Hopkins; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RIDDICK: A bill (H. R. 12120) granting a pension
to Mary Plum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 12121) granting an increase of
pension to Jacob H. Wisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12122) granting an

inerease of pension fo Eva Whittlebery; to the Committee on |

Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lald
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

1141. By Mr. BROWNING : Petition of citizens of Haddon-
field, Camden County, N. J., favoring House bill 262; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

1142. By Mr. DALLINGER : Petition of General Court of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, protesting against the passage
of' House bill 4871 ; to the Comimnittee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

1143. By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of St. Charles
(Il1L.) Post No. 342, American Legion, favoring universal mili-
tary training; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

1144. By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Thomas Post, No. 84,
Grand Army of the Republie, of Lancaster, Pa., urging Congress
to pass an act to exile anarchists; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1145. Also, petition of Paul Revere Leber Post, No. 372,
American Legion, of Columbia, Pa., urging drastic legislation
against such organizations that are responsible for the Cen-
tralia outrage, etc. ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1146. By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: Resolutions of the hoard
of directors of the American State Bank, Oakwood, Mich., pro-
testing against discontinuance of the work of widening and
deepening the River NMouge; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors,

1147. Also, resolutions of the Michigan League of Home Dail-
jes, favoring retention of the present zone postal law; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1148. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of president of the
* Maryland State College, urging legislation to strengthen the
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farm-loan bank system ; to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency.

1149. Also, petition of the North Carolina Pine Box and
Shook Manufacturers' Association, of Baltimore, urging an
increase in the appropriation for the forest products lahoratory
of the Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

1150. Also, petition of Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Asso-
ciation, of Baltimore, Md., voicing its approval of the antistrike
clause in the railroad legisiation; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

1151. Also, petitions of W. E. Beveridge and J. C. Knowles,
of Baltimore, Md., protesting against the enactment of the peace-
time sedition legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1152. Also, petition of 11 citizens of Baltimore, Md., urging
retention of railroads under Government control for a period of
two years; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. :

1153. By Mr. MAcGREGOR : Petition of the American Feder-
ation of Railroad Workers, of Lackawanna, N. Y., opposing
the Esch-Cummins railroad bills now pending; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

1154, Also, petition of the Sixty-fifth Regiment Veterans'
Association, relative to certain legislation; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

1155. Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Akron, N. Y.,
indorsing House bill 10650 ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1156. By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of
Caryville, Tenn., relative to the lhigh cost of living; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture,

1157. By Mr. ROWAN: Petition of William M. Haradon, of
New York City, oppesing the reduction of postage; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads,

1158. Also, petition of citizens of New York City, relative to
certain legislation ; to the Committee on Interstate and Forelgn
Commerce, :

1159. Also, petition of the joint legislative board of the State
of New York, of the Brotherhood of Locometive Engineers, the
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, the Order
of Railway Conductors, and the Brotherhood of Railroad Train-
men, relative to eertain railroad legislation; to the Committee
on Intersiate and Foreign Commerce,

1160. Also, petition of Mrs. Charles Neisel, a gold-star mother,
against the return of the dead from the batile fields of France;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

1161. Also, petition of John J, O’Keefe, of New York City,
opposing the League of Nations covenant and favoring submitting
it to the vote of the pecple; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

SENATE.
WebNEspAY, January 28, 1920.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D, D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Almighty God, Thou dost call us to Thy service. Thou hast
not separated Thyself from us. Thou hast sent messages to us
from the skies and they have been recorded in the high and en-
nobling impulges that arise out of our hearts and in our striving
after the best and highest and truest. We pray Thee to guide
us by Thine own counsel in the affairs of life that we may do
Thy will and accomplish Thy purpose. For Christ’s sake.
Amen,

On request of Mr. Curtrs, and by unanimous consent, the read-
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with
and the Journal was approved. :

TREATY OF PEACE WITH GERMANY.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Recorp an article by Prof. Philip Marshall
Brown, professor of international law at Princeton University,
in relation to the treaty and the Senate. It is taken from the
New York Sun of yesterday.

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

THE ATTEMPT TO COERCE THE UNITED STATES SENATE—A PROTEST FROM
THE PROFESSOR OF INTERNATIONAL LAW AT PRINCETON. .

To the EpIToR oF THE SUN: :

Sme: I desire to register a vigorous protest against the organ-
ized moral coercion now being exerted on the Senate at a time
when it should be most respected in the exercise of one of its
most important funections, namely, the treaty-making power.
The pressure which has been artificially stimulated and brought

S
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